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BCTYII

AKTYaJIbHICTb TeMM OCJi:KEHHS 3YMOBJIEHAa CHOTOJHIIIHIMU BHMOTaMH,
OCKUTBbKHM MPUPOJA IHTEHIIHHOCTI 3HaXOUThCs y pyOpuii ¢inocodii MoBH, 110 A0Ci
JIUIIAETHCS OJTHIEIO 13 MPOBIIHUX Ta HAMMOMYJISPHIMUX P1710COPCHKUX AUCIUTLIIH. [0
TOTO 3K, CTPIMKUN PO3BUTOK IITYYHOTO IHTEJIEKTY Ta INIMOOKE AOCHIKEHHS MO3KY
JIOAWHY TIiJBUIYE TOTpedy B AOCHIIKEHHAX (uiocodii CBIAOMOCTI, L0 TICHO
OB’ s13aHe 13 (DYHKITIEI0 ITHTEHIIMHOCTI B pa3l KOMYyHIKaIlli, Y4 3BE€pHEHHSI CBO€T yBaru
Ha TeBHUM 00’eKT HaBKOJIO. ba Oinbmie, nuckycis Xaka Jlepuaa ta J[xona Cropia
MO’K€ BBKATUCh BIJHOCHO CBIXKOIO TEMATHUKOIO, L0 BXKE 3p00MIIa BETUUE3HHUH BIIUB
Ha Cy4aCcHE PO3yMiHHS 3B’SI3Ky MOBM Ta Hamipy B KiHIl XX CT., IpoTe e Oiblie
ropu3oHTiB BuMaioe st XXI cr., numaroun 0e31id NepCerineKTUB I JOCIIKEHHS,
HaIpUKIIaa, TPYAHOIIIB NEePEKIaay 31 CIOBHUKA OJHIET TPAJAUIli HA CIOBHUK 1HIIOI.

CrtaH HaykoBoi po3po0ku TeMu: auckycis mix Jlxonom Cropiom Ta JKakom
JlepumoM mpo TpUPOMY IHTEHINIMHOCTI, HAa TEpeHaX YKPaiHCHKOI aKaaeMidyHOl
Tpaaullii, 70Cc1 He po3KkpuTa BUUepnHo. Ha npiOHy HU3KY poOiIT, MPUCBIYECHUX TEOpii
MOBJICHHEBOTO akTy J»koHa OcrTiHa, IIeé MOXJIMBO HATPAIHTH, — OJHAK HaAM JOCI
Opakye TmepekiaaiB OpuUriHaIbHUX TBOpiB K Jlepuma, Tak 1 Cropma. Ha xanb,
YKpaiHCHKOK MOBOIO JOCTYIIHI JIMIIIE BUOIPKOBI CTATTI Ta OKPEMi KHUTU MUCTIUTENIB,
POTE JKOJAHA 3 HUX HE BXOIUTH JO CHHCKY OCHOBHHMX Mpallb, IO HEOOXITHI IS
JOCHiKeHHsT AaHoi Temu. LlikaBo, 1m0 ¥ B AHTJIIOMOBHOMY YHIBEPCUTETCHKOMY
CEPENOBHIII, TTOTIPH TOCTYIHICTH JPKEPEN, TeMa He € HaJITO omyssipHoro. HuHi geski
JOCTIAHUKY AKpa3 ii pO3BUBAIOTh, BUITYCKAIOUH SIKICHI Ta IPYHTOBHI pOOOTH B OCTaHHI
JIeK1IbKa POKIiB, a/pKe B AaH1N cepi 111e JUIaeThest 6arato MUTaHb 11 OCMHUCIICHHS.

00’exToM pobotH € dpinocodcerki BueHHsa Kaka Jlepuaa ta Jxona Cropria mpo
IPUPOIY MOBH.

IIpeameTom 0CIIIPKEHHS € IHTEHIIIHHICTh, PO3TJISTHYTa 3 IEPCIEKTUBU JUCKYCIT
Kaxa Jlepuaa ta J[>xona Cropiia.

MeToro nochnimxeHHs € GpiaocoPpchkuit aHami3 TpoOJeMH IHTEHITIHHOCTI B MeXax
nuckycii XKaka Jlepuna ta Jxona Cpopia.

I'osI0BHUMM 3aBIAHHSIMM ITI€1 TUTIIIOMHO1T POOOTH €:
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— pexoHcTpyroBaTH aprymenT JKaka Jlepuna ta J[>xona Cpopia npo npupoay
IHTEHIIIHOCTI SIK IpeAMET iXHBO1 (h110cOCHKOT JUCKYCIT;

— OKpECJIMTH TOUKH MEPETUHY MiX (pitocodiero muckMa Ta pinocodiero MOBH;

— miAOUTH pe3yJbTaTH 1 HaJaTH SIKICHY OIlIHKY Auckycii JKaka Jlepuna ta J[>koHa
Cpopia mpo Npupoay IHTEHIIIHHOCTI;

— JIOBECTH BAXKJIMBICTH J1aJOTy MiX PI3HUMHU (II0COPCHKUMHU TPATUIISIMU Ta
napagurMaM# pOo3yMiHHS.

CTpykTypa pod0TH CKIaIa€ThCs 31 BCTYITY, IBOX PO3/LTIB, BACHOBKY Ta CIIUCKY
BUKOPUCTAHUX JKEPEIL.

[Tepruit po3ain «IIpupoaa IHTEHIIHHOCTI K npeaMet auckycii XKaka [epuna i
Jlxona Cpopia: KOHLENTYyaJbHUN aHai3 MpoOJeMu» MPUCBSIUYEHUN PEKOHCTPYKIIT
aprymentiB JKaka Jlepuaa Tta JIxona Ceopia mnpo MNpUPOAY IHTCHIIIHHOCTI B
XPOHOJIOTTYHOMY MOPSIIKY IXHBOT B3aemoii. Llst yacTrHa MICTUTB JBa MiAPO3ILIH, K1
BIJIMTOBITHO AUTSITHCS HA M€ JIBA KOKEH. Y MEPIIOMY IMAPO3Iiil 51 PO3IIISIIA0 TEOPIO
MoBJIeHHEBUX akTiB J[»kona OcriHa B #oro mpariii «How to Do Things with Words» ta
aTaky Ha Hei JKaka Jlepuna y mpani «Signature Evénement Contexte». B npyromy
migpo3aiai s anamsyro nmosuiiro Cropia y mpai «Reiterating the Differences: A Reply
to Derrida», mo Buiinma sk kputuka ataku Jlepunma Ha OcCTiHA; PO3KPUBAIO TE3H
BinoBiHO1 peakii Jepuna y TBopi «Limited Inc abc...».

Hpyruii po3ain «IIpoayKTUBHICT, HEMOPO3YMIHHS: BILUIMB JUCKYCii MK XKakom
Hepuna ta [[xonom CropioM Ha cydacHy (pitocodiro MOBU» Ma€ TpU MIAPO3IUIH, 1€
y IepUIOMY PO3KpUBAE MPoOIeMy CIIPOCTOBAHOI OL[IHKU TUCKYCI1, B JPYTrOMYy BU3HAYA€E
NPUYMHU HEMOPO3yMiHHSA (ig0ocodiB MDK CO000 Ta B TPEThOMY IIiJICYMOBYE
pE3yNbTATH Yy TOJIi cy4acHOi (pitocodii MOBU B TPETIi YaCTHHI.

Teopernko-MeToa0J10TiUHI 3acaau A0caiTKeHHsI. JIOC/TIPKEHHS POBEICHO Ha
MPUHIUAIAX 00’ €KTUBHOCTI, 3 BUKOPUCTAHHIM METOJIB y3arajibHEHHS, Kiacudikaiiii,
CEMaHTHYHOTO aHaJli3y MOHSATh, CUHTE3y. [[0 TOro ), OCHOBHAa YaCTHHA JKEPET €
aHTJIOMOBHUMH, Yepe3 110 OyJI0 BUKOPUCTAHO aBTOPCHKUIA MEePEKIaa MPU IUTYBaHHI,
13 3aJTUIIIKOM OPUTIHATBLHUX TTOBIJOMIICHB JIJIs1 O3HaomiieHHs. [Ipy iboMy, HarMCcaHHS

TEKCTY B1JI0yBajOCh Kpi3b MPU3MY aHATITUHYHOIO MHUCIEHHS, 32 JOTIOMOTOI METOY
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MOPIBHSHHA JBOX MO3MIIii Ta iICTOPUKO-P1I10COPCHKOT PpEKOHCTPYKIT IXHBOTO 3MICTY.

xepenbHa 06a3a poOoTu Oe3mocepeHbO OINUPAETHCS HA AHTJIOMOBHI
nepmoprepena XKaka Jlepuna («Signature Event Context» y «Margins of philosophy»;
«Limited Inc abc ...» ta «Afterword: Toward An Ethic of Discussion» y «Limited
Inc.»), Ixxona Cropiia («Reiterating the Differences: A Reply to Derrida.»; «The Word
Turned Upside Down»; «Speech acts: An essay in the philosophy of language.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.») ta /xxona Ocrina («How to Do Things
with Words»; «Performative-Constative.» y «The Philosophy of Language» Cropiia)
CTOCOBHO TeMAaTUKH poOOTH. J[0 TOro X, s MPIOPUTETHO KOPUCTYBABCS SKICHUMH
kamkkamu «How to do philosophy with words. Reflections on the Searle-Derrida
debate» Jlxecyca Hamapo ta «Derrida/Searle: Deconstruction and Ordinary
Language» Payns Moarti. 3 ykpaiHCBKOMOBHHUX JDKepell, 0ysio Bkuto «Ilucemo Ta
BiAMIHHICTE» Ta «CTpyKTypa, 3HaK 1 rpa y AUCKYpCl TyMaHiTapHUX Hayk» [lepuna,

nopy1 13 «Tractatus logico-filosoficus. dinocodcrki nociimkenns» BiTrenmraiina.



PO3JILT I
MPUPOJIA IHTEHIIHHOCTI SIK IPEJIMET JUCKYCIi ’KAKA JTEPUJIA
TA JUKOHA CHOPJIA: KOHIENTYAJLHUI AHAJII3 APTYMEHTIB

VY nepiomy po3zini poOOTH 5 TOCIITOBHO PEKOHCTPYIOIO ApTYMEHT PO MPUPOIY
IHTEHIIHOCTI, ciepiry, JKaka [lepuaa B mepiioMy migpo3iii, B3SBIIH 10 YBard HOro
npamo «Signature Event Context» (Derrida, 1982, c¢. 307-330), micis 4oro Bixke
posrasiHy aprymeHT Jlxona Cpopra B JIpyroMy MIAPO3IiTi, MPIOPUTETHO
ckopucTaBIIuCch HWoro crarreio «Reiterating the Differences: A Reply to Jacques
Derrida» (Searle, 1977), sixa 6e3nocepennbo arakye Jlepuaa B Mexkax JIaHOT TUCKYCIT,
Ta peakiiero Ha Hel camoro Jlepuaa y «Limited Inc abc ...» (Derrida, 1988b, c. 29—
110). OToX, 51 crIpOOYI0 XPOHOJIOTTYHO 3MOICITIOBATH X1 «/11aJI0T'y» JBOX MUCIHTEIIIB,
(GOKyCyIOUHCh Ha TOJOBHUX AacCIleKTaX IXHIX TOo3uIlid. Takoxk, 3 I€0 METO o
3BepHycs 10 «How to Do Things with Words» JTxxona Octina (Austin, 1975) ta Hu3ku
iHmmX poOiT sk, HanpuKIa, «Speech acts: An essay in the philosophy of language»
(Searle, 1969) i «The Philosophy of Language» (Searle, 1971) JIxona Cropiia.

1.1 Apryment Kaka lepuaa ik «1eKOHCTPyKUis» zkona Ocrtina
«Ane npagda me, wo MU 4acmo Moxcemo Ha NIOCMAasi UABY HAMIPY THOOUHU
nepedbauumu ii 0ii. Ile sasxciuea mosna epa.» (Bitrenmraiin, 1995, 8633)
BnosHi nuckycis mix Kakom [lepuna ta J[>xkonom ChopiaoM po3NOYHMHAETHCA 13
nopooky Jlepuma «Signature Event Context», mo OyB crepiiny mIiArOTOBICHHI
(b paHily3pK010 MOBOIO A7l BUCTYNy Ha koH(epeHuii «Komynikamis» y Mounpeani B
1971 pori, a 3rogom Jtoaanuii sk 1o 30ipku Jlepumaa «Margins of philosophy» (Derrida,
1982b, c. 307-330), tak i A0 HpPHUCBSIYEHOI MPHUPOAI IHTEHIIHHOCTI 30ipKH eceiB
«Limited Inc» (Derrida, 1988, vii). ITorpu 1ie, «ITiamumc IToxaist KonTeker» He GepeTbes
HI3BIIKH.
JomnoBins [lepuga BHHHMKAaEe CTaJO0 KPUTUYHOIO pEAKIEld Ha 301pKy
HaJpyKkoBaHUX Jiekuii Jxona OctiHa, mo Brepiue omyOmikyBanu y 1962 poui mia

Ha3Boro «How to Do Things with Words» (Austin, 1975, vi). 3i cBoro » 00Ky, TOCTaTh
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Jlxona OctiHa € Haa3BUYaHO (peepuunHoro. PAaKTUYHO, BIH € OAHHUM 13 MEPIIUX
MPEJACTAaBHUKIB aHAMITUYHOI (iocodii, AOCIITHUKOM cydacHoi (inocodii mMoBwH,
skoro cam CpOpJI Ha mpaBax roJIOBHOTO penakropa B kHuzi «The Philosophy of
Language» 1 kiu4ye sAK OJHOTO 13 HAWBIUIMBOBIIIMX MHUCIUTETIB XX CTOJITTH,
NEPEeUNCITIOYN B ogHOMY psanky i3 Ksaitnom, Kapnamom, Ctpoconom, Pacenom i
Bitrenmraitnom (Searle, 1971, c. 1). Baxkaerncs, mo pa3om i3 ocranHiM, OcCTiH
pENpe3eHTYE TaK 3BaHHWM IMiIX1J «IIOBCAKIEHHOT MOBM» y (imocodii moBu (Searle,
1971, c. 12). o Ttoro x, came Woro myOmikamis mig Ha3Boro «Performative-
Constative», nepekianeHa i3 GpaHIy3bKoi, 3HAXOAUTHCS TIEPIIOI0 CEPel BCIX cTaTel
kuuru (Searle, 1971, ¢. 13-23).

Baprto 3ragatu, mo cam J[>xon Pomkepc Cropn, sikuii 3romom 3iiiaeThes 13
Hepuna, 6yB yuneM J>kona Ocrtina. Ili3Himne BiH HaBITh 3aXUCTUTh CBIM CTYMiHb
noktopa ¢inocodii y OxcopacbkomMy yHIBEPCUTETI, JOOMPAIIOBABIIN HOBATOPCTBO
Ocrtina mono teopii MoBiIeHHEBUX akTiB. [Ipo 1e dinocod 1 KOHCTaTye HA MOYATKY
BXK€ BJIACHOI OMYyOJIIKOBAHOI TIpalll, OCHOBOIO $KOi 1 € WOro HampairBaHHS
JOKTOPChKOI Te3W, mia Ha3zBoro «Speech Acts: An Essay in the Philosophy of
Language» (Searle, 1969, vii). V cBoiii crarti «Austin on Locutionary and
[llocutionary Acts», Ha mepiiiii X CTOPIHIII, BiH MiJICYMOBY€, 10 TOJOBHHI BHECOK
Ocrina y «How to Do Things with Words» € «...3aMiHa BUX1THOTO PO3Pi3HEHHS MiX
neppopmMaTuBaMi Ta KOHCTAaTHBAMH 3d2AIbHOI0 MEOPIE MOBIEHHEBUX AKMIB»
(Searle, 1968, c. 405). V Bxe 3raganiit podoti «The Philosophy of Language», Cropi
BKa3ye Ha Toi (paxT, mo OCTiH MPUBEPHYB yBary J10 MAaKo20 TUITY BUCIOBIIOBAHb, 10
HaBITh HE CTABJIATH COOl 32 METY BIAMOBIJATH KPUTEPIitO «icTHHA/XnOa». be3yMoBHO,
OcTiH He TpuayMaB IIed TUM MOBJICHHS, OJHAK JIaB iM Ha3By — «mephOpMaTHB»
(Searle, 1971, c. 6). Orox, «How to Do Things with Words» [I)xona Ocrina ¢popmye
HOBY JIIHTBICTUYHY TEOPIIO, MAKCOHOMIIO MosaeHHeeux akmig. OCKUIbKU TO3UIIIS
Cropia 6a3yetbest Ha OpoOKy OcTiHa, SIKOTO criepity i atakye [lepuaa, 1 3apoKeHHS
TUCKYCii, (hakTHuHO, OYJI0 CIPUYUHEHE PEAKITI€I0 Ha JaHy TPAIlto, AT PO3MOTYBaHHS
KiIyOka Ha HIA S 1 3yNUHIOCH, CHPOOYBABIIM PO3KPUTH 3arajbHi IOJOKEHHS.

Crpykrypa poboru «How to Do Things with Words» cknamgaetscs i3 12-TH JeKiii,
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OJTHAK JTsl HAIOTO MUTaHHS 51 BOayato HaikopucHimmmu |, 11, XVIII ta IX. Ha aux 1

c(oKyCcyeMO CBiil TIOTJISI.

1.1.1. Teopist moBJIeHHeBUX aKTiB /[zkoHa OcTina

VY nepuriii nekiii OCTiH CTBEPIKYE, 110 HE BC1 peueHHs € meepoxceHusamu. ToOTo,
ICHYIOTb GUCTOGNI08AHHSL, K1 HE JIUILIE OMUCYIOTh CTaH CIIpaB, Y KOHCTATYIOTh SIKICh
daxtu. Tyt BapTO BUALIMTH TepMiH «Utterance», sike ¢gigocod 4acTo BUKOPUCTOBYE
Ha PiBHI 31 CJIOBOM «SENtENCe», ane caMme MepiioMy Hajlae rnepesary AJisd BXKUBaHHS Yy
Mexax Teopli, mompu cuHoHIMitO. Ilpu npomy, 3a OcCTiHOM, «mEepoHceHHa» €
JIOTIYHOK KOHCTPYKIII€I0, COTBOPEHOK 13 pEeYeHb, OJHAK PEUYCHHS HIKOIM HE
dbopmyBaiio moBHe TBepmKeHHs (Austin, 1975, lecture I, c. 1-2).

Jlo Toro >, Ha JYMKY aBTOpa, JIEKIii HE BCI BHCIOBIIOBAaHHS MOXKHA
XapaKTepr3yBaTH 3a IIKAJ0k0 ICTUHHOCTI, Y¥ XUOH, — Ha BIJIMIHY BiJ] KOHCTaTUBIB, a00
JECKPUTITUBIB (BUCJIOBIIOBAHb, III0 MAIOTh HA METI MOBIAOMUTH MPO (PaKT, YU UOCh
BU3HAUUTH, TOW 3K CTaH CHOpaB Tomo). Mu SK JIOAM YacTO BHKOPHUCTOBYEMO
BUCJIOBIIIOBAHHS 103d MedCcamu TpaMaTuKH, depes 11e, 3a ciioBamMu OcTiHa, 1 BUHUKIIO
0arato HEMOpPO3yMiHb Yy TpaauuiHii dinocodii. YCi BHUCIOBIIOBAHHS 3aBXIU
cnpuiiMany OyKBaJIbHO, X04a BOHM MOTJIX i HE OyTH TUTIOBUMH KOHCTaTHBAaMU, & MaTH
Ha MeT1 wocw inwe. Lle 1 € ocCHOBHA 3aB’s13Ka Bci€il mpaill, skii (iocod mpucBITUTH
CBOi HacTymHi Jekiii. Ha #oro myMmky, 111 1HTYIlii 00 1CHYBaHHS Ne6HUX THIINUX
BUCJIOBJIIOBAHb € PEBOIONIMHNME Y (inocodii. OcTiH mi3HIIIE A0a€, MO 1€ HABITH
HE BeJIMKa MPETeH31s Ha poJib 1iboro BueHHs (Austin, 1975, Lecture I, c. 3-4).

Ha mmocriit cropinmi pobGotu Jkon OCTiH HapemTi Jae€ Ha3By yum
BHCJIOBJIIOBAHHAM. TaKUM BHCIIOBIIIOBAHHAM € — nepghopmamueHe BUCIOBIIOBAHHSY,
9H TIPOCTO «TIepPOopMaTHBY, SIK sl BXKE 3a3Ha4aB BUIle. BiH Mae NIBi 3arajibHi O3HAKH,
3a SIKUMH MOXJIMBO HOTO [mepdopMaTHB] BUSHAYUTH:

1) i BUCIIOBIIIOBAHHS HE OMMKMCYIOTH 1 HE BU3HAYAIOTH HIYOT0 B3arai, a OTXKe, 1 He

€ IpaBIMBUMHU 200 XUOHUMU;

! “performative utterance” (Austin, 1975, lecture I, c. 6).
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2) TIPOMOBJISIHHS CaMOTO PEYCHHS BOJHOYAC € 30iliCHeHHsM TIeBHOI Jii, aKkTy
(Austin, 1975, lecture I, c. 5-6).

[TigTBEepIKEHHSIM HAMTOJIOBHIIIMX PHUC Mep(hopMaTHBa MOXKE CIYTyBaTH YPHUBOK
Ocrtina 31 crarri «Performative-Constative»: «IlepdopMaTtuBHe BHCIOBIIIOBaHHS,
HABIAKH, HIKOJIM He MO>Ke OYTH Hi THM, Hi IHIIMMZ: y HBOTO € CBOE OCOOJIMBE 3aBIaHHS,
BOHO BHKOPUCTOBYEThCS I BUKOHAHHS mii»® (Austin, 1971, ¢. 13). s mucnurens
«npomosumu» y 1IbOMY CEHC1 BOAHOYAC TOTOXKHE MpeauKary «uurnumu». Lle He mymka
PO 3AIMCHEHHS ¥020Cb, HE OMUC TOll, UM CY/KEHHS MPOo (aKT MEBHOTO aKTy, a —
oesnocepenne egukonawnsa mii. llepmumu npuxnagamu  OCTIH BUKOPUCTOBYE
BUCJIOBITIOBAHHS, 0 HA YKPATHCHKY MOXKHA OYyJ10 O aIanTyBaTH SIK IEBHI CHOHYKANbHI
KOHCTPYKIIi, fKIi OJHAK CTOCYIOThCS BHUKOHAaHHS Jii y caMy MHUTb BUMOBH. ‘S
00i1s10...", “s1 6’r0cs 00 3aKiIa, o... *, ‘S MPOTroJIOMIYO... ~ ToIIo. CIij MAKPECIUTH,
110 nepGpopMaTUBHUX PEUYEHb SIK JIHTBICTUYHUX (PEHOMEHIB y MOBCAKICHHIN MOBI €
HACTUIbKHM OaraTo, mo ¢igocod He Mae 301pHOTO IMEHHHMKA A HUX: «...KOJEH 3
BIJIOMMX MEHI TEPMIHIB, II0 BUKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS B JIaHMH Yac, HE € JOCTaTHbO
MIPOKKM, 11100 oxoruTH X yci» (Austin, 1975, c. 7). I Tyt Mu miaxoaumo a0 oHieT 3
HAWBaXJIMBIIINX YaCTHH, IO € JJIs HAC KOHYE MiHHOK. CaMme HAaCTyMHHHA 3aCHOBOK
aprymenTta Octina Oye KpuTuaHuM 7151 Jlepuia, Ha YoMy OCTaHHIH 1 ¢(DOKYyCye CBOIO
TIIEPBMHHY aTaKy B «Sec*».

«BUMOBJISIHHSL CJTiB, JIACHO, 3a3BHYail € TMPOBIIHUM ab0 HaBITh KIOYOBUM
MOMEHTOM y BUKOHaHHI Aii (mapi ab0 4Oroch iHIIOrO0), BUKOHAHHS SIKOi TAKOX €
00'€eKTOM JTaHOTO BHUCJIOBJICHHS, ajie 1€ JAJIEKO HE 3aBXKIM €, SKIINO B3araji KOJu-
HeOyab OyBae, eOunum HEOOX1THUM YMHHUKOM JIJIS TOTO, 1100 BBa)KaTH, 110 i Oyia
spificaena®» (Austin, 1975, c. 8). To6to, y Teopii MoBieHHeBux akTiB OcTiHa,

HEJIOCTaTHbO (aKTy MPOMOBISIHHS mepdopmMaTuBy, abu OXOMHUTH YyC1 BHUMAJKH,

2 T1im «TMM 4YM iHIIMM» MAa€ThCs HA YBa3i 31aTHICT BUCIOBIIOBAHHSA «OYTH IIPaBAMBUMY, 94 Hi.

3 «The performance utterance, by contrast, can never be either: it has its own special job, it is used to perform an
action.».

4 A6pusiatypa TBOpY XKaxka Jlepuna «Iliamuac IToxis Konrtexcr» («Signature Event Contexty).

5 «The uttering of the words is, indeed, usually a, or even the, leading incident in the performance of the act (of
betting or what not), the performance of which is also the object of the utterance, but it is far from being usually, even if
it is ever, the sole thing necessary if the act is to be deemed to have performed».
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3aJI0BOJICHHSI YCIX BUMOT, BUKOHAHHS TaKOX Oii (a, OT)Ke, 1 BAKOHAHHS YMOB, 32 SIKUX
BUCJIOBIIIOBAHHIO OyTH nepgopmamusom K TakKum). 3 IHOTO JIEKTOP BUBOAHTH, IO
HaM 3a82icou HeoOX1Hi mie ¥ meBHi o0cTaBuHU. [1i1 00cTaBHHAME BUMArarOThCS SIKICh
J0AaTKOBI A1l (1 MEHTaJbHI, 1 (P13UYHI) CaMOTO MOBIIS, HOTO CIyXauiB, — BUMOBJISTHHS
MYCUTh BIJIOyBaTUCh Yy nesuuiul crioci0. ba Ounbiie, y mpukiaai npo HaJaBaHHS
o01usHKH, OCTIH TOBOPUTB, 110 0c00A MOBUHHA MATU MEBHY iHmenyito. B nanomy pasi,
BTpUMATH JIOMOBJIEHICTh, a00 Hi. J[0 TOro », SIKIIO IHTEHIS BIJCYTHS, JaHE
BUCJIOBJIIOBAHHS HE € OOMaHoM, 4M (ajJbIIUBUM CYDKEHHSIM — mnephopMaTuB
TumIaeTbest YMHHUM. OJTHAaK BaXKIIUBO, 0 Y BUTIAAKY 6iocymuocmi HaMipy, (hiocod
TOBOPUTH MPO CUTYAIlIIO, 1€ HOCIH He mae HaMIpy obiysamu, a OTXKE — Ma€e HaMip He
00iysamu, 94 11e U0Ch, 1HIIY 1HTEeHL110. CaMa *k BIACTUBICTh IHTCHLIMHOCTI PUCYTHS
3aBXK/IH, 10 s 300paxy aam sckpasimre (Austin, 1975, c. 8-11).

VY npyrii nexuii, o6 1ie OubIie miaCUIuTH CBO€ BUeHHs, J>koH OCTiH BIaeThCs
10 po3poOkm mimoi cucremn «Heeoaui»®. 1l NOKTpuUHA HEBIPHOCTEN pO3rismac
nephOpPMaTHBHI BUCIIOBIEHHS, Y SKHUX «...CIIPABH K MOXYTh, TaK i HIyTh HE TaK...»'
(Austin, 1975, c. 14). Taki pedeHHs JJIs HHOTO HE € XUOHUMH, TIPOTE BiIMOBITAIOTH
o3Hali «He3anoBinbHOCTI»®, OTke, MM MaeMo CIpaBy i3 HOBUM KpHTEpieM
neppOpMATHBIB, JIMILIE «3a10BiIbHI»® (QYHKIIOHYIOT IPABUIBHO i BUKOHYIOTH JIi0,
0o0CTaBUHM ISl 1XHBOTO 3MIMCHEHHS TOBHICTIO aoTpuMani. [lami, Jlxon OctiH
dbopmyimoe 1inux micte npasui (A1, A.2, B.1, B.2, I'.1 ta I'.2), y cipo0i oxomnutu
yce 1 ¢dopmaiizyBaT BHKOHAHHS mMep()OpMaTUBHOTO BUCIIOBICHHS Bce3arajibHO. B
pa3i TOPYIICHHS XOY OJHOI YMOBH, PEYCHHS CTa€ HE3aJOBUTBHUM (i HE
Bukonyethest) (Austin, 1975, ¢. 12-16).

3HOBY, BelMKA POJIb HATAETHCS METAHTUYHOMY BU3HAYEHHIO YCIX OCOOIMBOCTEM
KOKHOI OOCTaBWHH, OJIHAK OJIHE 3-TIOMDK YCIX MPaBWJI € OCOOJHMBO BaXKJIMBHM IS

TeMH TPO MPUPOAY IHTEHIIMHOCTI. I O XOTIB 3aroCTpUTH yBary Ha 3aCHOBOK

aprymenTy OcTiHa IO «33I0BUTBHMIN (OTXKE, 1 JIMCHUH, K Takuil) mephOopMaTHB ITi]T

6 Jlsxon OcTin ix HasuBae «Infelicitiesy, BUAINAIOUN BETUKOIO JITEPOIO.
7 «...the things that can be and go wrong...».

8 dinocod HasmBace ne «Unhappy» utterance.

® BignosinHo «happy» utterance B opurinaii.
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3HakoM «I'.1». OcTtaHHs YacTHHA JAaHOTO MIPKYBaHHS MOCTAaE y GopMi KOH FOHKITIT, e
BXUIMBHUM € JIPYTUH €EMEHT: «Y THX BUNAJAKaX, KOJU MPOIeaypa Mpu3HaAYeHA IS
BUKOPUCTAaHHS 0CO0aMU, sIKi MalOTh MEBHI yMKH 9H MOYYTTs, 00 JJI 1HIIIFOBAHHS
MEeBHOI TMOBENIHKU 3 OOKy Oyab-SKOro y4acHHKa, TOAI ocoba, ska Oepe ydacth y
IpoIeAypi 1 TAKMM YMHOM TOCHIIAETHCS Ha HEl, Mycumsb HACTIPABJi MaTH TakKi TyMKH
4Y MOYYTTS, @ YIACHUKM MYCSAMb Mamu Hamip TIOBOJUTHCS caMe Tak, i Hajgami...»0
(Austin, 1975, c. 15). ToOTo, IHTEHIIHHICTh CTOCYETHCS HE JIMIIE OE3MOCEPEIHBO
MOBIISl Y MOMEHT BUMOBJISIHHS nieppopMaTuBy, a i IHIIUX YYaCHHUKIB MEBHOI MOII.
Hawmip suxonysaua moxe mepenbayaTé MEBHY MOBEMIHKY 1HIIMX, SK 1 JOCSTHEHHS
NEBHOT inmenyitinocmi Bi HUX (He 000B’SI3KOBO CyTO (Bi3MYHHUX disIX, a HMOBIPHO, 1
CIIOBECHOI y TEPCIIEKTHBI) — IMOMEPeaHId HaMip KOHKPETHOI Peakiii OTOYyHUHX,
saxoMy OCTIH 3Haie MiCIle y CBOIM Teopii IiJl NMeBHUM BU3HAUYCHHSM 3rojioM. Ha
[IbOMY 3JIUIIUMO IMOYATOK Mpalli ¥ mepememMo 10 BOCbMOT JISKITi.

PosmexyBanHs nepdopMaTrBIB Ta KOHCTATUBIB JIMIIAETHCA TOJOBHOIO ILILIIO
Jlxona OcrTiHa, 4epe3 M0 BiH BBOAUTH MOHATTS IOKYMUBHO20 AKM)Y», O OYKBAJILHO
€ aKTOM CaMOro MOBJICHHS, (I3UYHOTO MPOMOBIISIHHS 3BYKIB, TNPaBUIIBHOI
TIOCII IOBHICTB CIIIB y BUCIOBI, — «AKT ‘IPpOMOBISAHHSA 4orock’...»! (Austin, 1975,
Lecture XVIII, c. 94). Tlonpu 1e, Ha 1bOMY BiH He 3ynHUHAETHCS. 3a OCTIHOM,
BUKOHAHHS JIOKYTUBHOTO aKTy Tependadae BUKOHAHHS W «ILIOKYMUBHO20 AKMY»
BogHouac'?, Jlokyuis motpeOye MeBHY cuiy NMMTAaHHS, CIOHYKAIBHOI i, IOrpo3u
tomo. DyHKIIIO Li€l cuiu 1 BUKOHYE JUIOKYTUBHUM akT, IO 3A1MCHIOETHCS nid yac
BUMOBJIISIHHSL pPEUYEHHS, a HE 3 camoro ¢akty mpoMoBisiHHA. CamMe OCTaHHIM TYT €
JOKYIiS (JTOKYyTUBHHMH aKT), a MijJ CHJIOI0 MAae€ThCs Ha YyBa3l Ta  1HTEHLINMHICTS.
JlokTpuHy pizHUX (GYHKIIH epGopMaTUBIB, 3aJIEKHO BiJl TBOTO HaMipy (3amuTaTw,
OTOJIOCUTH, TIOJIJIUTHCH, 3aCTeperTH Tomo) OCTiH Ha3BaB CUCTEMOIO KiLIOKYMUBHUX

cun». Ha BigMIHY BiJ 1€l IHTEHIIIHHOCTI, JIOKYTHBHUM aKT BIJINOBIJIAa€ 3a came

10 «Where, as often, the procedure is designed for use by persons having certain thoughts or feelings, or for the
inauguration of certain consequential conduct on the part of any participant , then a person participating in and so invoking
the procedure must in fact have those thoughts or feelings, and the participants must intend so to conduct themselves, and
further»

11 “The act of ‘saying something’...»

12 «Locutionary» ta «lllocutionary» acts sianosiaHo B opuriHai.
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3nauenns BucnoBieHas (Austin, 1975, ¢. 98-100): «bo 3 ogHOr0 60KY MM Ka)KeMO, 1110
0e3MepevHo PO3yMIEMO II€ CJIOBO, a 3 IPYTroro 00KY ti020 3HAYEHHS MICIUMbCL 8 1020
sorcusanni» (Bitrenmraiin, 1995, §197).

HesBakatouu Ha 11e, apo nepGopMaTUBIB 3HAXOAUTHCS caMe B LLIOKYYii, depe3
10 TIOHATTSI «MOBJICHHEBHM aKT» Ta «UJUIOKYTHBHHUH aKT» 4acTO MOYKHA TIOMITHTHU Y
pobotax sk cuHoHiMU. Hampukman, y cratri «What Is a Speech Act?», [I)xon Ceopa
Ha MOYaTKy IHIIe, 0 MIT 0K Ha3BaTH CBOIO po0oTy «ll]o € Lnnokymuenum Axkmom?»,
aJKe caMe Ha HboMy 1 pokycyetnes (Searle, 1971, c. 39). OpurinanpHa x Ha3Ba Hece
B c001 MpeTeH3110 Ha BUCBITJICHHS BCl€l TAKCOHOMIT MOBIIEHHEBUX akTiB OcCTiHa, ane
KOHIICNT 1JUIOKYTUBHOTO aKTy B)Ke€ Hece B cO01 HAUTOJIOBHIIIE — HAMIp JTIOIUHH.

Ha BBenenni umokytuBHoro akty Jxon OcTiH He 3ynuHuBcs. BiH BiguyBaB
noTpedy y BU3HAUCHHI I1I€ OJIHOTO TUITY aKTy, SIKMM O OXOIUIIOBAaB MEBHI HACIIJIKU
nepdopMaTuBy, SKi OCTaHHINA mpoaykye. ToOTO, i K CHOHYKaJIbHI i, SIK peakiis
CIyxadiB, YW CaMOr0 MOBISI HAa UDIOKYTHBHUW akT. MUCIUTENh Ha3BaB II¢
«nepnoxymusHum axmom»*> (Austin, 1975, c. 101). B pesynbrari, nIpoaHasi3yBaBIIK
«BMKOHABYE»'? BUCIIOBIIOBAHHS, MM MOKEMO PO3IUIMTH HOro Ha Tpu axtu: 1)
JIOKYTUBHUH, 2) JUIOKYTUBHUHN Ta 3) MEPIIOKYTUBHUM («me, Wo Xmoch cKkazasy, «me,
Wo Xmochb 0Oaxcae O00CASHYmMu» ma «me, Wo XMmoCb, 6Ce-MaKu, O0O0CISHYE»).
Hampuknan, 1) Bin cka3aB meHi «Criii!», 2) Bin 3a0axaB, abu s 3ynuHHUBCS, 3) BiH
MEHE 3yIMMHUB/3MYCHB MEHE 3yITMHUTUCH. BaXKJIMBO SIK YITKO BIAPI3HATH 3HAYCHHS BiJT
HaMipy, TaK 1 HaMip BiJ] TOCSTHYTOTO.

Ha mowatky nem’sitoi nekmii OCTiH TOBTOPIOE CBOIO KIACH(IKAIIIO «Oili»
nepGopMaTHBHOTO BUCJIOBIICHHS 1 HAroJIONIye, IO IIi aKTH HE TEpPeAayloTh OJHMH
OJTHOMY, YW WIyTh MOYEProBO, — iXHS AINCHICTh XapaKTEPHU3Y€EThCS OTHOYACHUM
BUKOHAHHSM, JI¢ KOKEH [3 akTiB] BiAMOBIga€ 3a CBiM JIHIBICTUYHHIA PIBEHb BUCIIOBY.
To6T0, HETOIIIBLHO po3Jdinsamuy Jii MIEBHOTO CYXKEHHS 3a JIOTiKOI0: «BiH 1e ckazasB i
O0axxaB wocs, e i nependavyaB ocb maki HACTIAKWY. BUMOBISHHS neppopMaTHBY

BXC, Y MUTb BUKOHAHHS, CIIPHYHHIE IICBHUU (I)GHOMGH, SIKUM MU PO3KIIagaEMO Ha

13 «Perlocutionary act».
14 o maro Ha yBasi «performative utterance.
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CKJIQJIHUKH 3 METOI0 aHamizy. Came TOMY, MpH 3rajilll TOTO X UUIOKYTUBHOTO aKTy, MU
aBTOMAaTHYHO TOBOPUMO 1 TIPO JIOKYIIi10, 1 PO MPETOKYIIII0, 1 PO MOBJIECHHEBUM aKT
3arajyioM. [HTEHLIWHICTh BXKE€ € 3aKJIaJIEHOI0 y MOMEHT MOMEpeIKeHHA, MPOXaHHS,
noasku Tomro (Austin, 1975, Lecture IX, ¢. 108-115). ®inocod Takok 0OMeKy€eThCs
YCHHM MOBJICHHSIM Yy CBOiX MOSICHEHHSX 3amius npocmomu (Austin, 1975, ¢. 113, 2
3HOCKA), IPOTE caMe I1ie i He crogo0aeThes Jepuii, Skuid BiJOMU CBOTM TTOTJISIOM Ha
B3a€MO3B 30K MUChMa Ta MOBIICHHS, SIKi HE MOKHA 3BECTH JI0 YOTOCh OJHOTO, YH
penyKyBaTH 0 3BU4aiiHOi OiHapHOI crionykH, auxotoMii (Jeppina, 1996, c. 457-458).

Omxe, JIxkon OcCTiH BU3HAYA€ CTPYKTYpY MOBJIEHHEBOTO aKTy, B SKOMY
nepedyBaroTh: «...JIOKYTUBHUM aKT... IKUN MA€ 3HAYeHH s, 1TUIOKYTUBHUM aKT, SIKUM Mae
NEBHY Cu/y B IPOMOBJISTHHI YOTOCh; IEPIOKYTUBHUM aKT, IKHI CTOCY€ETHCS 00CACHEHHS
NEBHUX eghexmis™® MIAXoM IPOMOBIIAHHS yoroch»® (Austin, 1975, ¢. 120). Cropa x
y3arajbpHIOE 11€, Ha3UBAIOYH LLIOKYMUBHUM aKTOM KBUKOHAHUL MOBIEHHEGUL AKM», 1
MIPOTUCTABIISAE HOTO, 32 OCTIHOM, JTO NEPIOKYMUBHO20, IO TIEpeI0avac eBHI HACII KA
y, BOXJIHUBO, ciyxauis. TyT qopedne HaBiTh (popMasibHE pO3pI3HEHHSI KOHKPETHUX CII1B
aHTITICHKOT MOBH, n¢ (B MEpeKiafi Ha YKpPAiHChKY) «OOILSTHKH», «CTaBKH...
BITHOCATBCS JI0 TIEPIIOTO, a «BMOBJISTHHS», «IEPEKOHYBaHHS», «PO3BaKaHHS»,
«JIpaTyBaHHS» BXKE SIK NiOCYMY8aHHs cmamycy cyd’ekma — BIAHOCITBCA 10 APYTroro
(Searle, 1971, c. 7-8).

[ToBepTaroUyuch 10 MPUPOIAH IHTCHIIHHOCTI, Ky BUIMAIKY TBEPIXKCHHS 1 BUITAIKY
KOHTPAKTy meppopMaTHUBHE MIECIOBO € HA3BOIO ii, SKa BHUKOHYETHCS, SKIIO
BIOKpUMULL HAMID € e(heKmUusHUM, OCKUTbKA B OTHOMY BUIIAJKY BIAKPUTUM HaMipoM €
3poOUTH TBEpIKEHHS, a B IHIIOMY - ykiactd Kontpakm»l’ (Searle, 1971, c. 9).
[nnokyis moxke moTpeOyBaTH KoHgeHyilinocmi, abu BC1 CllyXadi 3p03yMiJId MOBIIS, Ta
11e i moBesu cede 3TriIHO MOKIIUKY, cnoHyku. Tak, BUOYyTOBY€EThCS 10JaTKOBA MOTpeda

IUTs1 yeniwiHocmi 3acTocyBaHHs Teopii OcTiHa. Y JesKUX BUMAJKAaX 1JUIOKYTUBHUM akT

15 To6ro0, 0itl y 38°a3Ky miacTaBa/mis.

16 «...the locutionary act...which has a meaning; the illocutionary act which has a certain force in saying
something; the perlocutionary act which is the achieving of certain effects by saying something»

17 «In both the statement case and the contract case the performative verb is the name of an the act which is
performed if the overt intention is effective, because in the one case the overt intention is to make a statement and in the
other it is to make a contract.»
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Bce Ie Moxke BiAOyTHch (OyTH ycmimHUM) 0€3 KOHBEHIi SIK TakKoi, «...TPOCTO
3MyLIyIOYH ayJAUTOPiI0 BU3HATH NIEBHI HAMipu JIHOMHY TIOBOUTUCS IIEBHUM YUHOM» 18
(Searle, 1969, c. 38), a;e TyT Teopis 3HOBY HE MOKE OMUHYTH IHTCHIIIMHICTB.
be3ymMoBHO, 1aHa Te3a BIAHOCUTH HAC JI0 Mi3HbOro BiTreHmraiina, 3 «dinocodcehkux
JOCITIKEHBY» SIKOTO S HaBiB LIUTATy B emnirpadi 10 MepIioro MmiIpo3/iay, Mo MpsIMo
CTOCYETBCS IBOTO Kelicy, IPABUJI MOBJICHHEBOI TPH.

VY cutyariii, BiJi IKOi MU BIAIITOBXYBaJKCS, (HOPMYITIOIOYH MPOOJIEMY Ha TOYATKY
pobotu, ne mepdopmaTuB 30epirae CraTyC HaBiThb 32 YMOBH 8IiOCYMHOCMI HAMIPY
o01usaTH, — Cpopit pyxaeTbes B Teopii OcTiHa, IHTEPHPETYIOUH, 10 IPU BUCIOBJICHHI
OOIITHKH, MOBEIb TOMl 3AMUCIIOE IHMEHYIl0 «He Mamu Hamipy» sl BUKOHAHHS
BUCJIOBJICHHS y TOMY BUTJISAl, K TOOOIISIB. AKT € HEUIMpUM, OJHAK OOIISHKA
nepeadayae MOCYTHIO HASBHICTh IHTEHIIIHHOCTI MOBIl, HEe OepydH J0 yBaru Horo
KOHKPETHY IIUPIcTh, 4M HemupicTh (Searle, 1969, c. 62). Jlo Toro x, 0yo O CayIIHo
PO3PI3HATU OYKBAIbHE 3HAUEHHS PedeHHs BIJ IHMeHYiuHoi cuiu y caMoOMy PEYCHHI
(ToOTO IIPsIME PO3YMIHHS BiJl HABMUCHO 6KIAOEHO20, TOKYIIIIO BiJl JIIOKYIliT) HA IPYHTI
moeo, «ujo» pedeHHs came 1o coOi (mMchbMo, Tekct) o3Havae (its meaning) i «wo»
BKJIaZla€ MOBELIb (a, OTXKe, me, uio moseyb mae Ha yeasi, his meaning), amke JOKyIis
3a62/cou TpUMae y co01 MEBHY nomeHyitiHy YaCTKy UIJIOKYTUBHOI CUIIM 1, TPUHAKWMHI
TpoXu, IeTepMinye ii inTeHuiitHicts (Searle, 1968, c. 412-414).

[Tormpu BenuKky poJib JIsi aHATITH4YHOI (iocodii Ta CydacHOI JIIHTBICTUYHOT
HAYyKH, Teopisi MOBJIEHHEBUX akTiB OcTiHa He OyJia HUTKOBUTO MEPEKOHIUBOIO, ke
Majia HU3KY SIK CJTA0KUX MICITh, TaK 1 BUMarajia YuCICHHUX JOIaTKOBUX YTOUYHEHB IS
MO>KJIMBOCTI YIIOBHI Ha3UBATHUCh «YHigepcanvHoto». OAHUM 13 HAWTOJOBHILIUX
KpUTHKIB mocTtaB (imocod XKak [epuaa, apryMeHT SKOro s PEKOHCTPYIOIO Jaji.
BuxopuctoBytoun ypuBku 3 poOiT Cbopna ais Kpamioi peKOHCTPYKIli apryMeHTa
OcTiHa, s BXX€ YaCTKOBO MOKAa3aB MPOCTIp MOXIHMBHUX «IipoK», amke came Chopi
IPUCBATHB 3HAYHI 3yCUILIS IS JOOMpaLoBaHHs cucTeMu «MA»1®, 3Byxenns Gokycy

Teopii 3 6cici MOBCIAKACHHOT MOBH Ha neeni ii [MoBu| minsHku. Hanpukian, B craTi

18 «...simply by getting the audiance to recognize certain the one's intentions in behaving in a certain way»
19 Teopiss «MOBIEHHEBOTO aKTY» CKOPOUYEHO.
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«Austin on Locutionary and Illocutionary Acts», MuciuTes s OB AOMIISE TIPO HEBIATY
xapaktepucTuky OCTIHOM IOy Ha JIOKYTHBHHUI i 1ytokyTHBHMIE akTH (Searle, 1968,
c.419). ba 6inb11e, oro 3aBAaHHAM Yy i npami 0yJ0 YCyHEHHs TPiXiB 1JUIOKYTHBHOTO
akty, ajpke OCTiH, HAa HOTO JYyMKY, HE CIpaBUBCS i3 M. «Hamararouuchk qoCHianTu
OcCTiHOBE MOHATTS UZIOKYTUBHOTO aKTy, S BUSIBUB, 110 HOTO PO3yMiHHS JIOKYTHUBHOTO
aKTy He € Jyice KOPUCHUM, 1 OyB 3MYIIICHUN PUUHATHA 30BCIM 1HIIIE PO3PIZHEHHS MiXK
IJIOKYTMBHMMM aKTaMH Ta rponosuiiinumu akramu»2C (Searle, 1968, c. 405).

Jlxon Cropn OyB HE €IMHUM 13 KOJIa TaK 3BaHUX «AHANITHKIB», IO BOAYaIn
cnabkocti MA OcrtiHa, 0cOOJIMBO y €IEMEHTI UIJIOKYTUBHOTO aKTy Ta POJii B HBOMY
intenuiiinocri. Iloa Ipaiic 3ampomoHyBaB KPUTUKY CTOCOBHO PO3MEKYBAHHS
3HauenHs B LIOKYIIi1, IO AK TIOBIIOMIISIE, MaK 1 CIPUYHMHSIE IEBHUHN e(DEKT Ha CITyXadiB
3 METOIO JI0CSATHEeHHs nesHoro Hamipy?! (Grice, 1957, c. 377-388); Ilitep CTpocoH He
BBa)KaB, 1110 OJTHI€T KOHBEHIIITHOCTI JOCTaTHRO I popMatizallii MpUpOIu 1JUTOKYIIIi,
ajpke HeoOX1JHA TaKOXK 1HTEHIiSl MOBIIS, MIPH SKIM 1HIII HOTO 3pO3yMilOTh, BIH Ma€
maTu Hamip Oytu nouymum (Searle, 1971, c. 7-10). IIpo iHTEHILIHHICTb B TaKOMY
npsiMmoMy 3HaueHHi OcTiH He roBopuB. [lo Toro 3, A0Ci HE3pO3yMilo, SK
nepdopMaTUBH BIJIPIZHATH MK OJMH OJHUM, a00 KOHCTATHBAMH, IO CTBEP/IKYIOTh
npo Hamip MoBI? Hampuknan, peuenns «S me 3po0ito» € BUCIOBOM OOIITHKH, YU
IIPOCTO OITMCOM CBOET TOTOBHOCTI 3pOOUTH IIOCh HaOvbkuuM yacoM (Searle, 1971, c.
10)? Oxkpim 3rajjaHix MHOIO BHIIIE aBTOPIB, OyJ10 1 0araTo iHIIUX KPUTHKIB TAKCOHOMIT
MOBJICHHEBHUX aKTiB, OJIHaK MOsI poOOTa MPHUCBSIUYCHA 1HIIOMY ITPEIMETy OOTOBOPEHHS,
TOMY $ JIUITY 1€ TUTaHHS HaIl1BBIAKPUTUM.

[TincymoBytoun mopo6ok Jxona OcTiHa, HaAWBKIMBIIIMMU TEpMIHAMU IS
pPO3YyMIHHS TPHUPOAM IHTCHIIHHOCTI s O BUIUIMB. «MOGIEHHEGUL — AKMY,
«nepopmamuey, «IIOKYMUSHULL akmy Ta «LloKymusHa cuiay. Apryment Jlepuma
K aTaKkyBaTUME aHaJITUYHOTO ¢isocoda came 3 00Ky MOHATTS UIJTIOKYTHBHOT CHUJIU Ta

HEOOX1IHOCTI TOTPUMYBATHUCh IECATKIB YMOB, CEpe/l IKUX — IHTEHLIHHICTh MOBIIS, Ta

20 «In attempting to explore Austin's notion of an illocutionay act | have found his corresponding notion of a
locutionary act very unhelpful and have been forced to adopt a quite different distinction between illocutionary acts and
propositional acts.»

2L “Meaning” sx «3HAYEHHAY», MAK ¥ IHTEHIIHHICT MUTIIA 1100 KOHKPETHOTO TIOBiJOMIIEHHS.
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peaxiisi Ha Hel ciyxadiB.

1.1.2. Kputuka Teopii MoBIeHHEBOro0 akTy Kakom Jlepuaa
«Kooicne menmanvhe saguwe xapaxmepuszyemucsa mum, wjo cxonacmu CepeoHbosiuus
Ha3ueanu iHmeHyiuHuM (a60 MeHmaibHUM) HeiCHY8AHHAM 00 '€kma, i mum, wo mMu
Moenu 6 Hazeamu, Xxoua il He 308CiM 0OHO3HAYUHO, BIOCUNAHHAM [abo ioHOWeHHAM]
00 3Micmy, CAPAMOBAHICIIO HA 00'€Km (AKUIL He Cli0 pO3YMIMU K pealbHicmb), abo
iManenmuoro 00’ ekmugnicmio. Kosicne menmanvHe aguuje 8KIOYAE UWOCh 5K 00’ KM

y cebe, xoua ne 6ci 6onu pobusmo ye oonaxosor® (Brentano, 1973, c. 68).

Ipans XKaka Jepuna «Signature Evénement Contexte» (Derrida, 1982b) ymosro
CKJIQIA€ThCS 13 JBOX YACTHH, SIK MOTIM Ipo Iie 1 3a3HauuTh JIxoH Chopia y cBOiif
BignoBimi «Reiterating the Differences: A Reply to Jacques Derrida» (Searle, 1977, c.
198). V mepmiii yactuni [lepuna BHOYIOBYE CBOIO TE3y CTOCOBHO KOMYHIKAIlil
3arajioM, KOHIICHTPYIOUHCh Ha OCOOJIMBOCTSX nucbMa (K piBHOTO yCHIH MOBI y moui
CTIJIKYBaHHS) 1 HOTO 3B’S3KY 13 KOHTEKCTOM, y APYTid )X — CTBOPIOE MPAMY MOJIEMIKY
13 JIrxonom Ocrtinom. Ilompu 1e, popManbHO TBip MOAUIAETHCS HUM HAa HEBEJIUKHMA
BCTYI Ta TpH po3ainu: «Structure and telecommunication», «Parasites. Iter, of writing:
that it perhaps does not exist» Ta «Signatures». Tyt ¢dimocod mimgifimae BogHOYAC
JEK1JIbKa BOKJIMBUX TEM, K1 g CIIPOOYIO CTUCIIO PO3TISHYTH B AaHIM MOCIITOBHOCTI:
KOMYHIKaYisi, — KOHmMeKcm, 8iOCYMHICMb,  NOBMOPIOBAHICMb,  IHMEHYIUHICMb,
YUMy8auHsl, nionuc.

Jlepuma po3nmodnHaEe CBOIO TE3Y 13 CYMHIBY, IO MU CIIPaBJIi MOXKXEMO JIaTH TTOBHE
BU3HAUCHHsS TEPMIHY «xomyHikayis». Hexail komyHikaiis Oyae IE€BHUM
KIPUCTPOEM», IKUH TEPEAE HAM 3HAYEHHS, TII0 MYCUTh OYTHU 00HO3HAYHUM, €TAHUM.
B iHmomy Bumnajky, SKUIO0 TPUIYCTUTH, 110 3HAYEHHS MOXke HaOyBaTh OaraTthbox
CEHCIB, 0€3 MOXJIMBOCTI 3BEICHHS /10 OJJUHUYHOI0, TO aKTYaJbHICTh CITUIKYBAHHS SIK

nepedaui cmucnie 3uuKHE. [lompu me, cmucrosa dacTiHa KOMYHIKAIli BHXOIWTH

22 «<Every mental phenomenon is characterized by what the Scholastics of the Middle Ages called the intentional
(or mental) T inexistence of an object, and what we might call, though not wholly unambiguously, reference to a content,
direction toward an object9 (which is not to be understood here as meaning a thing),10 or immanent objectivity. Every
mental phenomenon includes something as object within itself, although they do not all do so in the same way»
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JaIeK0 3a Meodici SIK CEeMAaHTUKH, TaK 1 ceMioTuku (OyKBaJIBHOTO TpaKTyBaHHS,
THIBICTHKH): «Co60 ‘KoMyHikayis', sike CHOYAMKY HIUWO HE YHNOBHOBANCYE HAC
ieHopy8amu K C1060, I 30I0HI06amMU AK 6A2aMOo3HAUHe CNI0B0, BIOKPUBAE CEMAHMUYUHE
noie, sAKe MOYHO He 0OMeNCYEMbCS CeMaHMUKO, CeMiOmuKow, a mum Oinbuie
ninesicmuxoro»® (Derrida, 1982, c. 309). To6To, Hi 1l KOTO HE € HECNOiBaHKOIO
ICHYBaHHS SIK OYKBaJIBHOTO, TaK 1 neperocHo2o (MeTadhOpUIHOTO 3HAYCHHS ), TIPU YOMY
HaBITh OJIHOTO 1 TOTO X BHUCIOBY. Llelt edekT «dsoznaunocmi» (MOXKIUBOCTI MaTH
PI3HHIA ceHc TIONIPU €O0uHe TOBINOMIICHHS) Jlepuaa 3BOANTH 10 MOHATTS KOHTEKCTY.
[Ipotre came Tyt BuHHKae mpobiema. Diocod CTBEPIKYE, MO HE ICHYE CTPOTOTO
HAyKOBOTO BU3HAYEHHSI KOHTEKCTY, MO0 MEPETyMOBH € HE 3aBXkK/IU I€TEPMIHOBAHUMH
«... xomig OU NPOOEMOHCMPYBAMU, HOMY KOHMEKCHM HIKOAU He € abCOIOMHO
oemepMiHO8aHUM, ab0, MOUHIWe, SAKUM YUHOM U020 OemepMiHayis HIKOIU He €
mounoio uu euyepnuoio...»** (Derrida, 1982, c. 310). OTox, AKII0 KOMYHIKaIis HIKOJIH
HE MOXe OyTH no6HOoM0, TOJl HaM 3aBXKIAW HEOOXITHO 6uOy008yeamu 3HA4eHHs 13
MOBIJIOMJICHHSI, CMUCJT BXKE€ HE MPOCTO nepedaemucs. J1o Toro x, ¢popma nmuchbma TOAl
HaOyBae OLIBIII IMUPOKOTO CeHCY, BOMparoum i mousaTTs MmoBu (Navarro, 2017, c. 81).
Takum unHOM, Jlepuaa cTupae 4iTKy JUXOTOMIIO MK 3HAKOM 1 YCHUM MOBJICHHSIM:
«Komynixayis, maxum 4uHoM, MPAHCNOPMYE penpe3eHmayito K i0earbHull 3micm
(Aakuii mu 06y0emo Hazueamu CMUCIOM);, i NUCbMO € DPIZHOBUOOM YI€I 3a2albHOL
xomynixayii»® (Derrida, 1982, c. 314).

[TonsiTTa nucema, Ha TyMKy ¢igocoda, € MOTYKHUM 3aCO00M CIUIKYBAaHHS, 1110
0€e3MEeXHO PO3MIMPIOE TOTEHITIaT KOMYHIKAIii 3 >KeCTiB Ta MOBJICHHS. BoHO He
00MEXY€eThCSl eMIIPUYHUMU JIIMITAMU 4Yacy Ta MPOCTOPY, HA BIIMIHY BiJl TOJIOCY.
Hepuna BukopuctoBye crartio «Essay on the Origin of Human Knowledge»

Konninaka st po3KpUTTS 1€l MOXOKeHHS Ta (YHKI[T MUCEMHOCTI, JI€ OCTaHHE €

23 «Now, the word communication, which nothing initially authorizes us to overlook as a word, and to impoverish
as a polysemic word, opens a semantic field which precisely is not limited to semantics, semiotics, and even less to
linguistics.»

2 «...I would like to demonstrate why a context is never absolutely determinable, or rather in what way its
determination is never certain or saturated...»

%5 «Communication, hence, vehiculatesa representation as an ideal content (which will be called meaning); and
writing is a species of this general communication.»
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1700 CHUCTEMOIO pENpe3eHTalllll AyMOK, O€3lIHHUM KOMYHIKATUBHHUM BHHAXOJIOM,
1110 €BOJTIOIIIOHYBAIO ax 110 popmaty aucma (Derrida, 1982, ¢. 311-313). [TucemHicTh,
y TIEBHOMY MeETaQOpUYHOMY CEHCI, TOMI Yy3araJbHIOE B CO0l YCI JIFOJCHKY
KOMYHIKAI[i}0, HE YHHUKAIOUu 1 yCHOCTI (Crepiy Jiroau 0OMiHIOBAIKUCH iH(OpMAIIi€lo
YCHO, aJie 3r0[I0M IMOYaju pO3BUBATH Pi3HI (HOPMHU MUCEMHOCTI, MOJIEPHI3yBaTH CBOI
3acobu komyHikamii). Lle BaxmmBo 3adikcyBaTu, aJke Ha LbOMY 3TOJOM
nosemizyBatuMme J»xon Chopi y CBOTH KPUTHIIL.

Takum umaoM, XKak J[lepuma BBOAWTH CTaTyC «8iOCymHOCmi» SIK OJHY 13
cneyugiyunux OCOOIMBOCTEH MHCbMA, HOTO CTPYKTYPH: «3HAK HAPOOMICYEMBCA
O0OHOYACHO 3 YAB0I0 | NAM’AMMIO, 8 MO MOMEHM, KOAU 1020 BUMA2AE 8I0CYMHICb
00’ ckma 0ns menepiunvozo cnpuiinamma»?® (Derrida, 1982, c. 314). BiacyrnicTts
MIOCTa€ €JIEMEHTOM, IO POo3UUpioe IO OJUHUYHY MPHUCYTHICTh. [lMchMOBHI 3HaK
BIIOBH1 30iliCHIOEMbCA JIMIIE 3a BIJACYTHOCTI OTpUMyBaya sIK TaKOIo. 3arucaHe
MOBITOMJICHHSI Ma€ JIMIIATHCHh YUTAO0CITLHUM HaBITh 3@ BIJICYTHOCTI aBTOpa, HaBITh 3a
BIJICYTHOCTI I[bOTO IEPBUHHOIO KOHMeKchmy, adl BUKOHYBaTH CBOKO cCHEHUpIUHY
(GYHKIIIO TPaHCTIOPTYBAHHS 3HA4eHHsA. 3 1I€1 BIACTUBOCTI HeOymmis TOTTYHO BUHUKAE
HOBa crenudika — 3JaTHICTb TEKCTy [0 PpeNnpoAyKlii, [OBTOPIOBAHOCTI?,
8i0meopro6aHocmi 3HOBY 1 3HOBY, HaBITh 32 YMOBH CMEPTI aBTOPa, B TOMY YU 1HIIIOMY
BUTJIAI (K OyKBaJIbHOMY, TaK 1 METAOPUUHOMY, B MUTh CAMOTO HANUCAHHS TEKCTY
aBTopoMm). Jlis imocoda 11i 0cOOIUBOCTI MHChbMA € BUPIIIAJILHUMHU B OHTOJIOTTYHOMY
BU3HAYCHHI (YHKIII MUCEeMHOCTI 3aramoMm: «BoHo mycums Oytu nosmoprosanum -
imepabenvrum - 3a aOCONIOTHOL giocymHocmi ampecata ado eMITipUIHO BU3HAYCHOT
MHOXUHU ajapecaTiB; IluceMo, sxe He Oyno O CTPYKTYpHO po30ipauum -
imepabenvrum - Cs cmepmi anpecara, He 0yio 6 muceMom» (Derrida, 1982, c. 315).
lMoBipHO, came Tomy Jlepuma HasBaB Iieil KianTuk TBOpy «[Tucemo ma
Tenexomynixayiiy: caMi 111 1Bl BIACTUBOCTI TEKCTY JA03BOJISIIOTh HOMY JI0JaTH BEJIMKI

BIJICTaHi, aje 1 3MyUIyIOTh BTpA4YaTH 3aKJIaeHy IHTEHIIHICTb.

% «The sign is born at the same time as imagination and memory, at the moment when it is demanded by the
absence of the object for present perception»
2" B opurinansHii po6oTi Jeprna BUKOPHCTOBYE TepMiH «iteribility».
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Omxe, s1 0 BU3HAYMB HACTYIHY MPOOJIEMy, IO SKpa3 MEHTPAIbHO BUKOPHUCTAE
Hepuna mist ataku apryMmeHTy OCTiHA: sK10 B3SITH IO yBaru 0COOIUBICTh MUCHMA, TI10
€ 3aKOHHUM TMPEJACTABHUKOM KOMYHIKAIlli Ta TPOJOBKECHHSIM MOBJIEHHS, TO 5K
MmovyaTKoOBa 1HTEHIIWHICTh (sAKy Jlepuaa Bupaxae MiJ 1AC€0 TOTO KOHMEKCHY,
3BEICHOTO O HOMIHQJIBHOTO), BKJIaJeHa MOBIEM Yy MOMEHT BUKOHAHHSI
nepdopmatuBy, 30epiraTUMETbCST 33 YMOBH, 3HOBY, CHEIU(DIKA  TEKCTY
Nn08MOPI0BAMUCDH, BIITBOPIOBATUCH OE3MEXKHO, 111e M Oyaydu 1mo3a AeTepMiHOBAHUMU
obcraBuHamu..? ToOTo, 1€ nouamkose cnpuvinamms 00’ €KTY, TOU «MEeHMAlIbHULL
KoHmenm», sikui € g OcCTiHa LEHTPAJbHUM Yy TaKCOHOMIi MOBIJIGHHEBUX aKTIB,
3HUKae y crenudil siocymuocmi TEKCTy, ab0 HE BiAIrpae HisKOI MPsAMOi POl s
3HAa4eHHs B YCIX BUMAKAX NOBMOPIOBAHOCHI 3HAKY.

Ax Jlepuaa 1 CTBEpAXKY€, MUCHMO MPOJOBXKYE MiSATHU HABITh 3a BIJICYTHOCTI
BKJIAZICHOTO aBTOPOM 3HAUEHHs, WOTO Hamipy 1 3HAYCHHS TPAHCIIOBATH. «...HABITh
SIKITIO MO ... HE TIATPUMYE CBOIM a0COFOTHO aKTyaJIbHUM 1 TENEPINIHIM Hamipom abo
yBaroro noGHOMmMy C8020 3HA4EeHHs, TIET caMoi pedl, sKka HauyeOTO HamucaHa ‘8i0 1020
imeni’»% (Derrida, 1982, c. 316). IluceMoBHii 3HaK Ma€ B cO01 nomenyio pO3PUBY Bix
CBOTO KOHMeKCHy, aJiKe 3MaTHUHA 10 y3aralbHEHHA. TakuM YMHOM, TUCHMO BTLUTIOE Yy
co0i cuny BIAOUIATACH BiJ KOHKPETHOTO <JIOCBIY bByTTS», BHUXOIUTH 3a MEXi
MPUCYTHOCTI, 1 TBOPUTHU HOogI. Lle He nuie ymosa 3HaKy, a i CTPYKTypa HAITUCAHOTO.
VY peanvromy KOHTEKCTI nepeOyBae 15 MPUCYTHICTh aBTOPa, HOT0 1HTEHIIINHICTD, BCE
Te, MO0 «OXHBISIE» cyxwil Hamuc. [lompu 1me, mMUChbMO MYCHUTH iICHYBaTH HaBiTh 3a
MO>KJIMBOCTI BTPaTH HOTO OPUTIHAIBHOTO KOHTEKCTY, a OTXE — 1 CBIIOMOro Ta
IHTEHIIMHOTO HaBaHTaxeHHs. CMHCIT TIOYMHAe, SK 1e  (Qiaocod Ha3HUBae,
«apeiidysatny. [Ipu voMy Haraayro, 1110 TOBTOPIOBAHICTh 32 BIICYTHOCTI BU3HAYEHOT
IHTEHIIIMHOCTI A03BOJsie Jlepual Ha3BaTH HE JIMINE NMUCbMOBHUHM 3HAaK, a W yCHUU —
«rpademoro», 1Mo B pa3i MATBEPKEHHS HOTO apryMEHTY, BU3HAuya€ BiJICYTHICTh

YUCTUX KOHTEKCTIB B3arami: «I s poswupro yeil 3aKOH HABIMb HA 6ecb ‘00C8i0’

28 «For the written to be the written, it must continue to "act” and to be legible even if what is called the author
of the writing no longer answers for what he has written, for what he seems to have signed, whether he is provisionally
absent, or if he is dead, or if in general he does not support, with his absolutely current and present intention or attention,
the plenitude of his meaning, of that very thing which seems to be written "in his name".»
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3aeanom, AKWO GU3HAMU, WO HeMae 00C8idy yucmoi npucymmocmi, a € Jauuie
nanyodcku  Ougepenyitinux 3naxie»®® (Derrida, 1982, c. 318). 3nak ocraTo4yHO
BIJIPUBAETHCSA BiJl CBOTO MOXOHKEHHS, @ OT)KE — MU MPOTOJIONTYEMO BIJICYTHICTh HOTO
inTeHmitHocTi. XKak Jlepuma Takoxxk 3BepTaeThes a0 ['ycepis, abu BkaszaTH, IO
peUeHHS MO)Ke OyTH BHUKOPHCTaHHM HaBiThb 0e3 immenyitinoco 3Hadenus (Navarro,
2017, c. 87). CeOro, B pa3i HaBiTb «Kpusu 3HAYEHHS», 3HAK TIPOJOBIKYE
(GyHKILIOHYBAaTH, MOBa Ma€ 3JaTHICTh POOUTH TMOCUJIAHHS: BUKOPHCTOBYBATHUCH Y
BUIIAKaX BIICYTHOCTI O3HAUyBaHOTO.

B npyriit yactuni pobotu, mia HazBowo «The Parasites. Iter, of Writing: That
Perhaps It Does Not Existy, Jlepuaa Hapemri BiAKpUTO (DOKYCY€ CBOIO yBary Ha
npoOiemaTuIli neppopMaTuBy, 3BepTarourch 10 Teopii xona Ocrina. OpaHIy3bKHiA
MUCIIUTENIb BKa3ye Ha Te, 10 NnepdopMaTruBHAa KOMYHIKAIlS MOCTA€ KOMYHIKAII€r0
[HMeHYItIH020 CMUCTY HABITh 32 YMOBH, II0 Y HbOMY BiJICYTHI MOCUJIAHHS HA TIEBHUN
koHTekcT. MA® 3aBk 1 motpebye 3nauents KOHTEKCTY, HOCTIHHO MOBEPTAIOYHCE JI0
TaK 3BaHOTO «MOMAIbHO20%» KOHTEKCTY, 1110 BeJie HAC A0 cgidomocmi W yCBIAOMIICHOT
npucymuocmi cy0’ektHOTO HaMmipy. 3a Jlepumom, Ha mymky OcTiHa, BCS 1151 JOKTPHHA
«HEBIpHOCTEW» Ta O€3Jl4 HEeOOXITHUX OOCTaBHH, IO OXOIUTIOIOTH I[HMEHYIlH) Ta
c8i0OoMy TIPUCYTHICTh, HIOMTO 0OMexye momicemiro Buciosiaenns (Derrida, 1982, c.
321- 323). 3Buuaiino, 1o s Jlepuaa HisIKOro momaibho2o KOHTEKCTY HE ICHYE.

InTenuiiHicTh Bigirpae B OCTiHA POJib MOCTIHHOTO CTPYKTYPHOTO IIEHTPY, Ha
SAKOMY 1 TPUMAETHCS TOTAIBHICTh KOHTEKCTY, BCIX YMOB, MPUCYTHICTh Ta 3ajly4yeHa
CBIJIOMICTb:. «...MU HEOOMIHHO 3HO8Y 3HAXOOUMO BUYUEPNHO GUIHAYUEHUL KOHMEKCM,
BLILHY C8IOOMICMb, NPUCYMHIO 05 8CIEL onepayii, AOCONOMHO NOBHe 3HAYUEHHS, AKe €
eocnoodapem camozo cebe: MeneoNo2iuHy PUCOUKYII0 MOMATbHO2O NOAA, YUsl
inmenyis 3anuwaemocs opeamizyrouum yenmpom»>t (Derrida, 1982, c. 323). Bin

BU3HAYA€ MOKIIMBOCTI MOBMOPIOBAHHSA Ta YUMY8aHHSA TEKCTY SIK Mapa3uTHYHI

«And | will extend this law even to all ‘experience’ in general, if it isgranted that there is no experience of pure
presence, but only chains of differential marks».

30 «Speech Acty, mocunaHHs Ha TEOPil0 MOBJIEHHEBOTO akTy 3arajnoM (MA).

31 «... we necessarily again find those of an exhaustively definable context, of a free consciousness present for
the totality of the operation, of an absolutely full meaning that is master of itself; the teleological jurisdiction of a total
field whoseintention remains the organizing center»
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0COOJIMBOCTI MOBH, IO HE € CEpHO3HUMH — Taki co0l anomanii. Jlepuaa x mopmae
MOXJIMBICTh HaBITh TABTOJIOTII K BCE IE MIMCHOrO TmepdopMaTHUBY MOBCSKIACHHOT
MOBH, TIOTIPY TAJIIHHS Y MACTKy MOBTOPY. MU 4acTO BKWUBAEMO TIEBHI BUCJIOBH, IO
SKpa3 Ha0yBaIOTh IOPEYHOTO 3HAYEHHS } KOHMeKcmi TOCUIIAHHS Ha 0Ch, ITUTYBaHHS,
MIPOCTO MOBTOPIOBAHOCTI TMEBHOI ¢pa3u sk yctaneHoro putyany (Derrida, 1982, c.
324-326).

B pasi moBTOprOBAaHOCTI, Y¥ LIUTYBaHHS 3HAKY, IHTCHI[IHHICTH HE OOOB’SI3KOBO
3HHKATUME TTOBHICTIO, aJIe TOYHO BTPATUTH Ty BKIAJACHY (DYHKIIIFO TOTAIBHOCTI: «...3d
maxoi cmpykmypu imepayii iHmeHyis, sIKa 0XHCUBTIAE BUCTIOBTI0BANHS, HIKOIU He Oyoe
NOBHICMIO NPUCYMHA 6 HbOMY camomy i 6 tio2o smicmin®? (Derrida, 1982, c. 326).
ToOto, Hexalt Hamip i Oyze MPUCYTHIM, ajie BiH HE BIUIMBATUME HA 3HAYCHHS PECUCHHSI
B YCIX BHUIIQJIKaxX, HeXall NMEBHUN KOHTEKCT OyJe 3aKJIaJIeHWi, OJHaK piBE€Hb HOTO
iHTepnpeTaniii 0yae 6e3mMexxHuM. J[J11 BU4EpIIHO BU3HAYEHOTO KOHTEKCTY, SIKOTO TaK
Ooaxxae mocsarHytu OCTIH, CBiJJOMa IHTEHIlSI MYCUTh OYTH 3a824COU Ta BCEOCANCHO
MPUCYTHBOIO K 117151 ceOe, Tak U 1HIIUX — OTXKE, 1€ 1 JTUIIATUCh TO0CTATHBO MPO30POI0
Ta 3pO3yMUIOI0 B Tojmaiblmiid pekoHcTpykmii (Derrida, 1982, c. 325-327). Takum
yiuHOM, OCTIH MOJA€ JOKTPUHY, 110 KOHIIEHTPYEThCS HAa HOMIHAJIBHUX TMOMISX,
3HAQUEHHS SKUX MOXXHa 30€pertd JMIIe MNpU YMOBI TOTAIBHOIO KOHTEKCTY W
IPUCYTHOCTI IEPBUHHOI IHTEHLIHHOCTI, 1110 HE 3aBX A1 MOXJINBO, SIK HaM Moka3aB JKak
Hepuna.

[Tepexosiuu 10 OCTAaHHBOI YACTHHH IPaIli MUCIIATEIS ITiJT Ha3BOto «Signatures»,
Jlepuna cTtBepmKye, MO Oyab-sSKWiA TUCAMOBUW TIAMHC BXE cam no cobi, 3a
BU3HAUYCHHSIM, niependavae giocymuicms TBOpLS mianucy. CUMBOIIYHO, 1O MOHSITTS
MIMUCY SIKpa3 MOCTAE UM BTIICHHSM NpUCymHocmi, 1Mo 3akapOOBYETHCS B 4aci Ta
MPOCTOPI, OJHAK BCE Il HE BUKOHYE (PYHKIIIO 30€peKeHHs 1HTEHIIMHOCTI, TOMpHU
CBOE€ «NOX00JiCeHHA), 3 sIKe TaK TpuMaeThes JkoH OCTIH: «...up06 Oymu po30ipausum,
niOnuUcC NOBUHEH Mamu HNOBMOPIOBAHY, BI0MBOPIOGAHY, IMIMAYItUHy ¢opmy, 6iH

NOBUHEH OYymu 30AMHUM BIOOKPeMUMUCS 810 MENepiuHb020 | €OUHO20 HAMIDY 1020

%2 «...given this structure of iteration, the intention which animates utterance will never be completely present in
itself and its content».
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cmeopenns»®® (Derrida, 1982, c. 328).

BaxxnmBo Takox 3BepHYTH yBary, 1o B emirpadi mo maHoro tBopy [epuma
BUKOpHCTaB came Taky uurtaty Jlxona OctiHa: «Bce we obmedcyrouucy, 014
npocmomu, ycnum sucnosnosannamy >t (Derrida, 1982, c. 309). Lle 6ynu Ti cioBa 3i
3HOCKH, SIKy S BKe 3raayBaB panime. OCTiH MaB MPETEH31I0 Ha 3arajJilbHy MOBHY
TEOpiro, ajie O1IIbIIe CKOHIIEHTPYBAB CBiil MOTJISIT cCaMe HAa YCHOMY MOBJICHHI, MOMEHTI
BUMOBH, BUKOHaHHS mepdopmaruBa. BiH yTOYHUB, IO OOMEXYEThCS YCHUMH
BUCIIOBJICHHSIMU 3a]Ts1 JIETTIIOTO TTOSICHEHHS, aJie 1 IPUITYCTUBCS KaXJTMBOI IIOMUJTKA —
HEXTyBaHHS CHenu(ikow MHchbMa, Ha MATPYHTI 4yoro Jlepuaa i Oyaye KpUTHUHUNA
apryMeHT. To6To, OCTIH MIAXOAUTH 0 CBOEI TEOPii MOBJIICHHEBOTO aKTy 3 MO3HUIIIT
PO3TIIAly YCHOTO MOBJICHHS SIK CJIOBA, 1110 MOHA Oy/ie Mi3HIIe 3anucamu, nepeaaTa
3HakoM 1 MA npanroBatume BiANMOBITHO. SK-He-sK, a He 3a0yBaeMO, 1110 1 CIPUHMAEMO
MU HOTO BUEHHS 1 3HAKOB1 300pa)KEHHS MPUKJIAIB 3 KHUKKH, MMCbMOBOTO (popMary
fioro ycuux nekumiil. B womycs [lepuna ta OcTin pifnum 6 3roau, NEpLIdil JTUIIe
3a4enuBCs 3a Te, 10 APYrul 1 He nependayas. [lonpu e, y dpaHiry3a € CBOS MO3UITIS
I0JI0 MHAChMa Ta MOBH, IO MPOHU3YE BCIO Horo (dimocodiro, — 1e Oyno BaxKo HE
NOMITHTH ¥ TiJ 4ac JaHOTO aHalli3y, Ha IO s 3BepTaB yBary. Hampuknaz, B #ioro
poboti «IIpo rpamaromorito» (Derrida, 1998, c¢. 52) d¢inocod roBoputh Mpo
JIOMIHYBaHHS JIOTOLEHTPpUYHOT MeTad13UKH, IUBLII3AIIT poHemuuHo20 MChMa, NI He
ICHY€ HISIKOT'O HEHa3BaHOIo 3HaueHHs. OTxe, Mo-TnepIie, B sSKiiCh Mipi MOBa TaKOX €
TaKMUM-CO01 TUCEMOM; TIO-ZIPYTe, B3aEMO3B’ SI30K MOBH Ta MTMChMA € CKIIQIHUM i 9acTo
iepapxigyaum. [lepuna qo3BosnmB cobi atakyBatu OcTiHa 300Ky TUChMA SIK HEBIJT EMHOT
YaCTUHW KOMYHIKallii, K YaCTUHKH OJHOTO IIJIOTO, a/Ke TOW OOMEXKHBCS JIUIIE
YCHICTIO.

[TincymoByroun podoty «Ilignuc Ilomiss Kontekcr», Jlepuna atakye [[xoHa
OcrtiHa, BKa3yluH, [0 TOM MOMMJIKOBO (POKYCye CBOIO TEOPil0 Ha 1HTEHIIMHOCTI

MOBJIEHHEBOTO aKTY, siKe 3a0e31euye oOHe 3HAUECHHS, MOmanbHy NPUCymHicms aBTopa,

33 «...in order to be legible, a signaturemust have a repeatable, iterable, imitable form; it must be able to detach
itself from the present and singular intention of its production».
34 «Still confining ourselves, for simplicity, to spoken utterance» (Austin, 1975, c. 113, 2 3Hocka).
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susHayenutl koumexcm. Jlepuaa 0 1ie Ha3BaB MOBHOIO MPOTUIICIKHICTIO «BLIbHOL 2puy,
IpU TOMY, III0O YMOBU KOHTEKCTY HEMOXMJIMBO 3aBXKAHM TEpen0aunTH, a 3aTHICTh
NUChbMa JI0 BIATBOPEHHS BIAKPHUBAE OE3MEXKHICTh KOHTEKCTIB, 1[0 OPYIIYE IEPBUHHY
IHTEHIIHICTh IephopMaTUBY. BiocymHicms MUCbMa YHEMOXKIIUBIIFOE IHTCHIIIHICTD,
a/pKke  mepemadadae  «CMEpPTh  aBTOpa», €  MPOTWIICKHICTIO  MPUCYMHOCHII,
[aiinerrepiBcbkoro «Dasein» sik ymosu cywoeo (Slaby, 2021, c. 542), bymmsa «y
KOHTEKCTi». /[0 TOTO K, BIICYTHICTh MMChMa PO3PHUBAE IPUCYTHICTH, CTPYKTYPY 3HAKY
(Derrida, 1982, c. 316), 3MiHIOIOYH LIEHTP caMOl CTPYKTYpH Ta BBOJSYH ii B TOJIE
BIIbHOI T'pH, IHTEpHpeTalli, aJyke TMOHATTS 3HAaKy HE Ma€ MEX, HE € CTajHM.
BiaTBoproBaHICTh K BTUIIOE y cOO1 TOM 3ayM, 1110 HECKIHYEHHICTh MOBH, YEPE3 CBOIO
HE3aBEpIICHICTh Ta MOXKJIMBICTh JOMOBHEHHS, y IO BUIbHOI Tpu 3abe3mneuye
HECKIHYCHHY KiIbKicTh 3HaueHb ([eppima, 2004, c. 563 -569). [Jumysanms, Takum
YHHOM, CTAa€ YyIOBUM MPHUKIAIOM JaHOI TE3H, a nionuc — JHIIE YMOBHOIO TapaHTI€l0
IPUCYTHOCTI.

[Ticns «Signature Event Context» XXaxk [/lepuaa auimmTh mo coOi e 1Bi poOOTH
Ha 110 Temy: «Limited Inc abc ...» (Derrida, 1988b) Ta «Afterword: Toward An Ethic
of Discussion» (Derrida, 1988c), BiamoBigHO pearyioun Ha IMOCTYIOBI aTaku J[»koHa
Cropna. 3amans moOyaoBU LITBLHOTO apryMeHTy Jlepuia, s po3TisiHy WOTO 3rajiaHi
JOpOOKH MO Mipl PO3BUTKY AUCKYCIi, OHAK CIIEPITy BapTO MEPEUTH 10 O3UIIIT CaMOTO

Jxona Cropiia y HACTYITHOMY IAPO3A1TI pOOOTH.

1.2 Apryment [:xona CbopJaa ta peakuis Kaka Jlepuaa

VY Bianosiap Ha npaio Kaka epuna «llionuc Ilodia Konmexcmy, 4epe3 Ky sl
PEKOHCTPYIOBAB HOTO apryMeHT cTocOoBHO ataku J[»oHa Octina, B 1977 pomi JxoH
Cropa myOITiKye CTaTTIO, IKY BiaBepTo HasuBae «Reiterating the Differences: A Reply
to Derrida» (Searle, 1977). IlikaBo, 1110 3ro/ioM BiH BIIMOBHTb Yy JI03BOJII HAAPYKyBaTH
CBil eceil mopyu i3 TBopamu Jlepuaa B 30ipmi «Limited Inc.» (Derrida, 1988, vii).
[To3asik, y KOJIEKIIFO TOMICTSATh CTHUCIWA BHCHOBOK IO JaHii poOOTI 3ais
30epe’KeHHsI KOHTEKCTY AUCKYCIi 3arajom.

Otox, sik aprymenT XKaka Jlepuna MoxkHa BBaxaTu Kputukoro [[xona OctiHa,
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Tak 1 3MOJIENbOBaHUM MHOIO aaini aprymeHT J[>koHa Ceopia €, BIAMOBIIHO, aTaKoo
apryMeHTa (paHIy3pbKOro MHCIUTEeNs. HeBmoB3i TMmicias TOSBH @HOTO TBOPY
Oxcdopacekoro ¢inocoda, Kak Hepuma namume «Limited Inc abc ...» (Derrida,
1988b) y BiAmoBiab, 10 YMOBHO MOCTaBUTh KpPamKy B I JUCKycCii, Tak 1i 1 He

BupimmBIIM. CaMe B3a€MO/IIT IIUX JIBOX POOIT s 1 IPUCBAYY AaHUM I1IPO3ILIL.

1.2.1 Kputnka [>xona Cropia Ha no3uuiro Kaka /lepuna
«/lepuda mae enimiouy cXuIbHICMb 2060pUMU peyi, AKI € 04e6UOHO HeNnPaABOUSUMU» >
(Searle, 1977, c. 203).
[Mpaus «Reiterating the Differences: A Reply to Derrida» /Txxona Cropiia He Oyia
00’eMHOI0 ¥ cKkiamanach i3 JABOX HeBenwkmx vactmH. «Writing, permanence, and
iterability» ta «Derrida’s Austin», ne B nepimiii ¢igocod KoMeHTye aprymeHT Jlepuaa
3 «[ligmuc Ionis Kontekcr», a B APyriii — BKa3ye Ha MOMUIIKOBE TPAKTyBaHHS HUM
teopii [l>xona OcriHa.

% gk onny i3

OTxe, aHaTITUYHUI MUCIIUTEIb MPONOHYE TEPMIH «HOCMIUHICb»
TOJIOBHUX PHUC PO3PI3HEHHS TEKCTY BiJ YCHOTO MOBJEHHSI 1 MPOTUCTABISIE ii, 5K
cnenudiuny, «nosmoprosarnocmi» Jepuna (Searle, 1977, c. 200). Came yum Cropin
MOSICHIOE BC1 T1 OCOOJMBOCTI MUChbMa nepedasamuce 1 Oymu OiticHUM HaBITh TOMPH
«cMepTh aBTOpa». Ha ioro nymky, B pasi edekty «sidcymuocmiy THCbMA,
«...IHmMeHyitinicms 6idipac maxy camy poib Y NUCbMOGIll, AK i 6 YCHill KoMYHiKayii»®’
(Searle, 1977, c. 201). IIpote BapTO mam’sitatu, mo JKak Jlepuna i He HamaraBcs
IIPOBECTU AUXOTOMIIO MIXK ABOMa (DOpPMHU CIIITIKyBaHHS, — Oa OlfibIle, BiH iX, HABMAKH,
pO3TIISAE SIK U0Cb O0OHe B JIyKE 3araJilbHOMYy CEHCl, THUCBMO SIK MPOOO0BICEHHS
MoBeHHs. MIMoBipHO, ChOpIT He 3pO3yMiB il 3aCHOBOK CBOET (GKEPTBID.

Jlo TOro , MUCHHTENb MOYMHAE PO3IIIANATU «BIITBOPIOBAHICTHY Jlepuaa sk

IUJIyTaHUHY B TaK 3BaHiil «IpobieMi TUIy 1 Mapkepy»>S, MOCHIAaluUCh Ha cami

CUMBOJIM, 3HAK{d 3aluCy, ¥ MOXJIMBICTh 4YHTaua (I3UYHO PO3MiI3HABATH Ta

% «Derrida has a destressing penchant for saying things that are obviously false»

36 «Permanence» y opurizari.

37 «...intentionality plays exactly the same role in written as in spoken communication»
38 Type-token distinction.
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yCBIAOMIIIOBATH iX, — 32 ChOpJioM, 11e pOOUTH IIUTYBAaHHS MOXIJIMBUM. BukoHaBelb
nepdbopMaTUBy BKJIaJla€ Yy  pedYeHHA 3HaueHHS  (IHTEHIiHE  3HA4YCHH:),
MOCITYTOBYIOUHCH TAKOK MPaBUIIAMH, 1110 1 IE€TEPMIHYIOTh MOBJICHHEBUH aKT SIK TaKHUH,
TOMY «...NOBHO3HAYHE PEUeHHs — ye Juue NOCMIUHA MONCIUBICb BIONOBIOHO20
(inmenyiiino2o) moeénennesozo axmy»>° (Searle, 1977, c. 202). Te, mo aBTOp
«BMHpaey, K 1 Horo «HamiproBaHHs», 3a XKakom Jlepuaa, ans Cbopiia He Tpae poui
JUISL PO3YMIHHSI 3HAQUEHHS pPEUYEHHs (AKIIO TOTPUMYBATUCH MPABWII, PO3TISAaTH
IHTEHIIIiHE 3HAYEHHS SIK MPOCTO BU3HAYEHY MOXJIHBICTB). TyT BapTO PO3TIISHYTH
3araJibHy MO3uIi0 ¢inocoda 00 IHTEHLIMHOCTI Ta ii poJi, pa3oM 13 MpaBUIIaMU, B
JIOKTPUHI MOBJICHHEBOTO AKTY.

st JIxxona Cropiia MOBJICHHEBUHN aKT € TIEBHOIO JI€I0, IO TIEPENAE 3HAUEHHS
3aBASKU IHMeHYiiHOCmi, OJHAK BAXKJIUBO JOTPUMYBATUCh NMPABWII, L0 PETYIIOIOThH
JTIHACHICTh MOBH Ta JI03BOJISIIOTh PO3KPUTH L€ iHmeHyitinuti xapakmep NS 1HIIHX,
3pobutn Horo senum. IHTEHIINHICTE X Mg dumocoda TOmI TOCTAE 30amHICMIO
ROCUNAMUCh Ha WoCh, 9i 00 yozocs, y cBiti (Navarro, 2017, c. 38).

3HayHe 3yCWJUIS TMOKJIANAa€ThCs Ha YCBi0OMIeHHs BKIAJCHUX HaMIpiB aBTOpA.
To6T0, MUCHMO TIOCTAE BUpAdICeHHAM THTEHIIIMHOCT1 aBTOpa, Yepe3 110 OCTAHHE CTa€
HEBIJIPUBHUM BiJl 3HaYEHHs Ta caMoro peueHHs a1 Cpopia. [HTeHIIHHICTE 17151 HbOTO
He 000B’S3KOBO Ma€ OyTH CBIJJOMOIO, 3B’S130K CBIJJOMOCTI 13 HAMipaMH HE € HACTUTBKH
Bu3HaueHoro (Searle, 1977, ¢. 201-203).

ABXEX, 3amporoOHOBaHA «IMOCTIMHICTE» € HeoOXiOHO0 YMOBOIO, aje He
docmamuboro Mg «BiaTBopeHHs» Jlepuna. [locTiiiHicTh HE 000B’I3KOBO TIependavae
IO NOBMOPIOBAHICMb TEKCTY Y MEXaX PI3SHOMAHITHUX KOHTEKCTIB, HE MOSCHIOE
3rajiany 0cOOJIHMBICTh MHChMa. 3BUYANHO, oMY [TeKcTy]| HeoOXiaHO 30eperTich, OyTu
1032 4acoM 1 MPOCTOPOM, OJHAK SIK i€ 3a0e3MeyuTh 30€peKeHHS 13 HUM €JUHOTrO
NEPBUHHOTO IHTEHI[IHHOTO XapakTepy, 0e3 SKOTro 3HAYeHHS MOXE CIIOTBOPHUTHCH?
3’saBnsieThCs BIAUYTTA, 110 ChOpJ BIANOBIAAE HA SIKICH BJIACHI MUTAHHS, 3aJIMIIAI0YN

3anuTtu [lepuaa BiIKPUTUMU.

% «...a meaningful sentence is just a standing possibility of the corresponding (intentional) speech act»
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ABTOD crarTi cTBepaXKye, 1o JKak Jlepuaa B3arani He 3po3ymiB J[>kona OcTiHa,
yepe3 M0 HOro aprymMeHT € HaJa3BuUYaiiHO cinabkuMm. Hampukman, min
«IMapa3UTHYHUMWY», «HECEPHO3HUMMN», BUcIoBamMu OCTIH HE MaB Ha yBasl SKYCh
eTHYHY O3HAKY, a paJIlie CyTO TEXHIYHY, — Ti pEUCHHS, sIKi HE 3a/I0BOJILHSIOTh BUMOTH
neBHoi Mozeni. Jlo Toro x, Chopa kapToMa 3BOJAWTH MOBTOPIOBAHICTh MHCHMa 0
napasuTu3My B TOMY CEHCI, MO Oyab-iKi MOBHI 3aco0u 3MyIieHl (i3UuIHO
MOBTOPIOBATUCH, 0€3MEXHO, OJHAK 1€ He € 00’ektoM MA, amke, Xxod 1 B MOl
NOBCSKIAEHHOI MOBHM, OCTIH HamaraeTbCsi OXONUTH nepdopmaruBu, 1moO OYIyTh
peanvnumu (Searle, 1977, c¢. 203-207). Txon Cropa naii BiJCTOIOE «Tadip», e
IHTEHIIIS € «CeplieM» 3HAYEHHS TIPH CIIUJIKYBaHHI i IOBTOPIOBAHICTh 3HAKY 1IbOMY HE
3aBaXxkae: «llosmoprosanicms ninegicmuyHux 3aco0ié Gopmye i € HeOOXIOHOI YMOBOIO

mux KOHKpemuux popm inmenyitinocmi, sKi Xapakmepui 05l MOGIEHHESUX akmie»™O

(Searle, 1977, c. 208).

Bin Bu3Hae, mo MUTH GukoHauHs TIEPPOPMATUBY € OJUHUIHUM (HEHOMEHOM,
nodiero, OAHAK 11K MO BIacTHUBE HAOYTTS HECKIHYECHHUX (YHKIIIH, 3aJIeKHO SKpa3
BiJl PO3MI3HAHHA IHTEHIIHHOCTI MOBIS. CHHTaKCMYHE YHOPMYBaHHSI MOBTOPIB HE
3aBajkae HaMipaM JIMIIATHACH Y BUCJIOBJICHHSX, @ HABMAKU — 3a0e31euye npucymHicmo
inTeHmiHocTi 3arasom (Searle, 1977, c. 207-208). 3 1uporo moBOJI JIETKO
nigcymyBaT, mo ¢inocod mnpuiHiIB cnenudiuamnii Tepmin [epuma 3aHanTo
OykBaJlbHO, BOAyarOuM I MOJKJIHMBICTIO BIATBOPEHHS TPHUBIAJIBHE MOBJICHHS Y
MOBCSIKICHHI, 10 MOTpeOye BHUKOPUCTaHHS THX CcaMuX JiTep, cranux ¢pas,
TpaIuLIHHUX KOHTEKCTIB To10. J[>k0oH Chop BUOYAyBaB CBIl apryMEHT Ha pO3yMiHHI
cienndiku nuckMa Jlepuna sk OyKBaJbHOTO TIOBTOPEHHS TEKCTYy, OyKBaJIbHE
pPO3AUICHHS 3HAKY BiJl CBOro moxoipkeHHs. HesBaxkatoum Ha me, Kak Jlepuma
HaMaraBcsl ITPOJIEMOHCTPYBATH MOKJIMBICTh BUHUKHEHHSI HOBUX 3HA4YCHb (a, TOUHIIIIE,
BTpAaTU CTApUX) HA OCHOBI PI3HUX KOHTEKCTIB, HEMOXJIUBOCTI 1HTEHIIHHOCTI
BUKOHYBaTH Ty (QYHKIIIO, SIKYy i1l al0Th B TPaAMILIiHIA Teopii 3HaUY€Hb. 3PEIITolo,

HEBMiHHS (OPMYJIIOBATH CBOi JIyMKH YITKO € HE JIMIIE BUMNPOOYyBaHHSIM O1THOTO

40 «The iterability of linguistiv forms facilities and is a necessary condition of the particular forms of
intentionality that are characteristic of speech acts.»
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YHUTaya, a 1 BIACHOIO MPoOIEeMOI0 TBOPLIS TEKCTY, Ha 110 Jlepuaa Mae craBy.

1.2.2 Bignosins Kaka [lepuna Ha kputuky /J:xona CropJa
«/lasatime 6ydemo cepriosnumu»** (Derrida, 1988b, c. 34).
VY Toit xx 1977 pik, xon Ceops oTpumye roctpy Bianosias XKaka Jlepuma — TBip
i Ha3Boro «Limited Inc abc ...» (Derrida, 1988b), i3 nye HE3BHUHOIO CTPYKTYPOFO.
Beck TexcT y HbhOMY 3rpymoBaHMM YITKO IMMiJ JITEpAMHU aHTIIACHKOTO andasiTy,
nounHarouu i3 OykBu «d» («abc..» Bxke BkazaHi y Ha3Bi i HIOM nependavaroTh Chopiia
BXKE U40Cb 3HATH, BIIOBJIFOBATH 1HTCHIIIMHICTH, MOBH). ToH nucbMa Jlepuaa y 1ii npaiti
BAXKO BH3HAYMTU cmunicmuuyno 3paskosum. Dimocod onpa3dy BHpakae CBOE
HEe3a/I0BOJICHHS maTeHTOM Chopja CBOTO HEBEIMYKOTO €CEe0, aJKe I HBOTO IIe
BUTJISIJIA€ TaK, 110 aBTOP O0IThCS CBOET «00’EKTUBHOCTI» 1 3MYIIIEHUM JIUIIIATH 11O COO1
nevaTky s migcTpaxysanus: «“Copyright © 1977 by John R. Searle”» (Derrida,
1988b, c. 30). o Toro x, y Ha3Bi ctarti Chopiia BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS HOTO BIAaCHE
Npi3BHUIIE, Ta i 3MICT TEKCTY HIOUTO 3BepTa€eThCs A0 aprymenTta XKaka [lepuna, oTxe,
HeXal 1 4aCTKOBO, aJie Tied nionuc crocyerbes 1 Jlepuna takox. OcTaHHIM 1 3BepTae

HAac JaJli 10 PO3MEKYBAaHHS TEPMIHIB «32a0KU» TA KEUKOPUCIIAHHA»

, TOPIBHIOIOYHU
iXHIO IHTEHIIWHICTh SK BIAMIHHI HACHIJIKM PI3HUX JIHTBICTUYHHUX OIEpaIliil:
«Hanucamu enacne im’s — ye ne me came, wjo nocmasumu nionuc»™ (Derrida, 1988b,
c. 33). Iliamuc x 3aBXaM € IMITALIHUM 110 CBOIM MPHUPOJI, a OT IM’S MOXE CTaTH
BEJIMKUM TOJIEM ISl TPU y Tapa3uTH3M, 3MIHIOIOUM MOPSAOK 1HIIIATIB, TPAIOYUCH 13
PI3HUMHU CKOPOYEHHSMHU y PI3HHX MOBJIECHHeBUX Tpaauuisx. Jns Jlepuaa, aprymeHnt
Cbopna BUIIISAAE HAATO JOTMATHMYHOK BIAMOBIIIIO MPO IHTEHLIMHICTH Ta
MOXO/PKCHHS BUCJIOBY, IO HIOW 1 HE CTaBISATh 32 METY BBECTH CEPUO3HY JUCKYCIIO

(Derrida, 1988b, €). ®akTuuno, crpykrypa «Limited Inc abc...» Ga3yBarumMeTncs Ha

LMTaTax i3 Bionosioi* Ta TpakTyBaHHAX MONEPENHBO CKA3aHKMX apryMeHTiB Jlepuaom

41 «Let’s be serious» moctae ppasoro, axy JKax Jlepuna BUKOPHCTOBYe Oe3I1id pasis y CBOiil Ipaili, po3MHBAIOUH
PO3yMiHHS HOTO IHTEHITIHHOCTI, aJlXkKe KOXKEH HACTYITHUH HOTO KPOK HiOM mporojomnrye cede Bce cepliosniwium, 91 BCi, 10
OCTaHHBOTO BUKOPHCTaHHS, 1 He OyJIM TAKUMU B3araii?

42 “Mention” ta “Use” B opuriHaibHOMY TBOPI.

43 «To write one's proper name is not the same as signing»

% «Reiterating the Differences: A Reply to Derrida» dxona Cropra.
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y SeC 13 HU3KOI0 JIONTOBHEHb.

OTmke, MHCIWTEIh BBOIUTH MOHATTS «Societe a responsabilite limitee» mms
MO3HAUYKH, HAa WOTO IyMKY, KoJlekmueHoeo aBTOpcTBa BinmoBiai Jlxona Cropia
(maroun Ha yBa3i J[»xona OctiHa, ce0Oe, Ta MOTCHIINHO 1HIIUX, «mpu + N asmopiey),
cKopouyroun 1e 10 adpesiarypu «SARL», THM caMuM, HaleBHO, 1 )KapTyHOUd Hajl
imenem J[xona Cropia, mpomyckaroun jitepy «e»* (Derrida, 1988b, f). Llikaso, mo
Haaal GpaHiy3pKkui Ginocod Tak i 3BepTaTUMEThCs 10 Te3u TBopy «Reiterating the
Differences: A Reply to Derrida» Cropia, BUKOPHCTOBYIOYHM MHOTO TPI3BHUIIE 13
BKa3aHUM MOMMJIKOBUM IPABOMHKC, HIONTO MOCUJIAI0UYHNCh Ha CBOIO abpesiatypy. lpu
oMy, JKaka Jlepuna Haa3Bu4aitHO po3apaTyBaio GopmymntoBaHnHs ChOpPIOM TyMKH,
10 BiH HIKOJM TOBHICTIO HE € BIYYHMM Y CBOIX JIOMHCIAX CTOCOBHO TeOpii
MoBieHHeBUX akTiB OcTiHa, yepes 1o nepudpas «..never quite takes place...»*
(Derrida, 1988b, c. 36-37), y pi3Hux popmax (HaBiTh 3HAYHO KOPOTIIHX, 3BEACHHUX JI0
aOCypAHHUX OAWMHWYHHX CIiB), Oyme 3’sBisarucs y «Limited Inc abc...» Bmpomosxk
BCHOTO TEKCTY.

Ha nymky epuna, JI>xon Cropi HEBUIIPABAAHO KPUTHKYE apryMEHT HOTO mparti
3a 1971 piK47, NMOCUJIAI0UUCh Ha cBoi pobotu 1975 poky, m0 Toro »x, Ime u
nporoJjomryoun cede cragkoemiieM OCTiHA 1 HE JAlO4YX MOXJIMBOCTI 1HIIIMM HaBITh
atakyBatu cBoro euumens (Derrida, 1988b, ). Ceopnm Bmamae B KpaiHomi W
JIETKOBaYKHO Ha3WBa€ MIOCH 00’ €EKTHBHOIO XHOOT0, UM CIPABKHBOIO ICTUHHOKO; BUILIISIE
AKICh «HAMTOJIOBHIII MOMEHTH Y TBOP1, Xoua ajs Jlepuaa aerani «IpyropsagHuxy €
BOKIMBIMUMHU, 00 came 3 HUX (Ha MEXI TEKCTy) 1 MOKHA i3HATUCh HAWOLIbIIE.
OcranHiii 006ilge He BUXOJUTH 3a MEXi JUCKYcCii Ta mocunartuck nume Ha Sec*® Ta

Replay*®, abu ynuknyTn Henmoposymins . 1 nporo BiH, came Ha mitepi «K», Hapemri

4 «John Searle» i «Sarl»

46 Maroun Ha yBasi cnoa Cropia, o cynepedka Mixk J[xonom Octinom Ta Xakom Jlepuaa i He mouMHanach:
«It would be a mistake, | think, to regard Derrida's discussion of Austin as a confrontation between two prominent
philosophical traditions. This is not so much because Derrida has/ailed to discuss the central theses in Austin's theory of
language, but rather because he has misunderstood and misstated Austin's position at several crncial points, as | shall
attempt to show, and thus the confrontation never quite takes place» (Searle, 1977, c. 198).

47 Moga nipo «ITigmuc IMogis KoHTekcTy.

48 Moga 3n0BY npo «Signature Event Contexty», 1o sixoro Jlepuaa TII0OUTh 3BEpPTATUCH K «SECH.

4% Cxopouena nHa3Ba Bianosizi Jxona Cropna «Reiterating the Differences: A Reply to Derriday.

50 X oua misHimre 1e mopymuTh, 38epTarounch 10 «Speech acts: An essay in the philosophy of language» Cropma.
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PO3MOYMHAE «CEPHO3HY» YAaCTHHY pOOOTH 1 3ampuUcATaeTbcs (POPMYBATH CBOI JYMKH
MaKCHMAJIbHO YITKO Ta CTPYKTYpPHO, OOMEXYIOUHUCH Jalll JIMIIE BiCIMHAIUAThMA
3aJIMIIKOBMMH JiiTepamu (i3 aHTmichkoro andasity) (Derrida, 1988b, k). Iikaso, mo
Bchoro y «Limited Inc abc ...» Oyae 23 mo3umii: T00T0, 23 JiTepu 1 23 CTPYKTYpHI
oauHuIll BianosigHo. [Tompu me, Ha MoMeHT Jitepu «k», [lepuaa Bxke BUKOPUCTAB
BiciM i3 Hux (Big «d» 10 «k»)®L, uepe3 mo Ha cam apryMeHT B HbOTO JIMINAETHCS JIUIIE
I’ ATHAJLSATh, 110 3HOBY HarajJye HaM PO Ti TPHU MOYATKOBI OykBH «abC..» y Ha3Bi
TBODY, 103d MeKCmoM y3araii.

3 HaliBaxIUBIIIOrO, (his1I0cO() 3HOBY aKIIEHTY€E yBary yuTada Ha ToMy (paKTi, 110
BianoBiap «Sarl’a» arakye iioro Ha OCHOBI BHCHOBKIB, ki cam BiH [[epuaa] i
HaMaraBcs BHU3HA4WTH. Hampukian, BoHM 000€ 31HNUIACH, MO BIAMIHHICTH MIX
MOBJICHHSIM 1 MMUCHhbMOM B JIaHIM CHUTYallll € YMOBHOO, ajyke 00uaBl (OPMU MYCSTh
MOBTOPIOBATUCH (IIPH BJKHMBAHHI), OTKE, «...“KO)KEH 3HAK, Y TOMY YHCI H YCHUI”,
MOJKe po3risiiaTucs sk “rpadema p3arani”...» (Derrida, 1988Db, c. 46). Tyt lepuna He
BOCTAHHE TIOCHJIATUMETHCS Ha cebe caMoro, ajke TOJIOBHOKO MPOOIEMOI0 AUCKYCIi 3
Jl>xonoM CrOpJiOM BiH BU3HAYAE HE3AATHICTH OCTAHHBOTO 3PO3YMITH HOTO KPUTHUKY JI0
JIlxona Ocrina. Ilpu npomy, Chopil yce OIHO HWOTrO 3BHHYBady€ Yy HECIYIIHOMY
pPO3pi3HEHHI KOMYHIKaTUBHUX (hOpM, HaMarar4uch mokaszaTu, 1mo s OcTiHa 1e He
Mano 3Ha4enns, — TMA®? Gyna mpo inme: «...Sarl npodosocye nosooumucs max, niou
Sec npacnys npomucmasumu “‘nucemo8y ma YcHy MO8Y’»; «..X04d HAGIMb
NOBEPXHEB020 NpouUmMaHus maro 6 Oymu OdocmamHvo, wob 3aceiouumu
npomunexcne»>® (Derrida, 1988b, c. 50). Bin namarascs poskputu mis Jlepuna
OCHOBHUH npeameT Teopii OcTiHa, OHAK caM MOTPaNMB y MACTKy HEPO3YMIHHS, SAKY
nependadaB 3a3faneriib: «Biopasy ckaxicy, wo 1tio2co apeymeHmu He 30aIuUcs MeHi
oyaice 3pO3YMINUMU, I, MONCTIUBO, 5L HENPABUTLHO BUMIIYMAYUB U020 MAK CAMO 2IUOOKO,

AK, Ha MOI0 OYMKY, 6il HenpasuvHo sumaymaque Ocminar»™* (Searle, 1977, c. 198).

d,efghijk

52 Teopiss MOBIIEHHEBHX AKTiB.

53 «...Sarl continues to act as though Sec sought to oppose “written and spoken language.”»; «...even though the
most cursory reading should have sufficed to demonstrate the contrary.»

5 «l should say at the outset that I did not find his argument very clear and it is possible that I may have
misinterpreted him as profoundly as | believe he has misinterpreted Austin.»
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Jlo TorO X, 3MaTHICTH MUCHMA JO ICHYBaHHS 3a 8I0CYMHOCMI SK MOBIIS, TaK 1
OTpUMYyBaya, 3a JlepusioM, € mooiciugicmro, a He HEOOX1IHICTIO. BiH UiTKO MMiJICYMOBY€
JaHy Te3y Ha mportuBary npukiaany Chopia mpo MOXKIIMBICTH CIIPUAMATHA HAMKCAHE
IOBIIOMJICHHS HaBiTh 32 IPUCYTHOCTI aBTOpa (Y4 Y MOMEHT HalKMCaHHA): «SeC HiKoIu

He 2060pue, MO 1S BIACYTHICTh € HeobXiOHOI0, a JIUIIIE Te, 10 BoHA modxcausa (Sarl

IOTOIKYETHCA), 1 110 [F0 MOKJIUBICT CJIij BpaxoBysartu...»>° (Derrida, 1988b, c. 47).
Tob6T0, 00MABA MHUCIUTEN TYT TaKOXX HIOUTO TMOAUIAIOTH €IUHUN TOTJISAM TONPHU
PO3XOKEHHSI TIEPBUHHUX NPHITYIEHb, 00HaK Jlepuaa ocobauso GopMynroe maHy
MOJCIUBICMb, KA € NOCMIUHOI0, — OTKE, 0006 3k06010 (HEOOXITHOIO K TaKOK 3a
IPUPOJIOI0): «...SKIO BH3HATH, IO MHUCHMO (i 3HAK 3arajioM) Mae OyTH 3AaTHUM
(GYHKI[IOHYBaTH 3a B1JICYTHOCTI BIANPAaBHUKA, OJIEp>KyBada, KOHTEKCTY BUPOOHUIITBA
TOIIO, TO II€ O3HAYae, IO ... IISI MOXKJIUBICTD 3A62CO0U 6NUCAHA, & OTKE, 0006'13K060
énucana K MOKIMBICTS y ... QyHKIIOHANBHY CTPYKTYpY 3HaKka»*® (Derrida, 1988b, c.
48). OTxe, X04 11 PpaHITy3a s BiICYTHICTD 1 € MOXKIIUBICTIO, IIsI MOYKITUBICTB ITOCTAE
HeoOXIOHOI0.

Tax, y miaTBepIKEHHI MOCTIHOI MOKJIMBOCT] TEKCTY OYTH CHPUHHATUM M1 yac
giocymnocmi, ipodneMa iHmeHyitiHocmi TaKOX JIUIIAETHCS 3aBXIU MPUCYTHHOIO. B
pasi BTpaTu CBOTO HOXOOJCeHHsl, 3HAK MPOJIOBXKYE BUIBHO (PYHKIIOHYBAaTH: «Po3pus
écmynae € 0il0 3 MOMeHmY, KOAU 3'S6714€mbcsa nosnauka, oopasy [aussi SEC]»°’
(Derrida, 1988b, c. 53). ba 0inbIiie, 1 Jlepua e po3puB Big0YBa€ThCS HABITh SKIIIO
1 BIIIPABHUKOM, 1 OZIEpKyBaueM, € OJJHA JIIOJIUHA! «BionpasHux cnucky noKynok — He
Mou camutl, wo U 00epaHcys8ad, HA8imb AKWO B0HU HOCAMb OOHE iM’'sl | HaOineHi
i0enmuunicmio eounozo “A’»° (Derrida, 1988b, c. 49). Ile Bka3zye Ha KOHLEMIiO
CMEPTI aBTOpa i MEBHY CBOOOY TEKCTY (UM HaBITh YCHUX CIIIB Y CUTYyallli 3ByKOBOTO

3alKCy) BiJ CBOIO TBOPIS HE JIMIIE Y pa3l KOMYHIKaIlii 30BHIIIHBOI, MK JBOMa

%5 «Sec never said that this absence is necessary, but only that it is possible (Sarl agrees) and that this possibility
must therefore be taken into account...»

% «...if one admits that writing (and the mark in general) must be able to function in the absence of the sender,
the receiver, the context of production, etc., that implies that...this possibility is always inscribed, hence necessarily
inscribed as possibility in the ... the functional structure of the mark.» (Buainsto 1060 camMocTiiiHO).

57 «The break intervenes from the moment that there is a mark, at once [aussi sec].»

58 «The sender of the shopping list is not the same as the receiver, even if they bear the same name and are
endowed with the identity of a single ego.»
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JIOIBMU, — @ W BHYTPINIHBOI, B MEXKaxX OJHIE] 0COOM, HEXall 1 3aBASKHA JTOJATKOBUX
IHCTPYMEHTIB Tiepeaadil Ta 30epekeHHs MoB1AOMIICHHS (1HaKIIe He Oy TyTh BUKOHAHHI
YMOBU giOmeopenHs B3arani). He3Bakaioum Ha YsSBHY CXOXICTh apryMeHTIB 000X,
Jepunga HIKOJM HE Ha3WBaB YHIKAIbHY OCOOJIMBICTh MMHChbMa «IOCTIHHICTION:
«llocmitinicme He € 0008'3k06uM HacniokomM nepedy8anHs. ... 3pewmoro,
npucymuicmo i nocmitinicme necymicni»®® (Derrida, 1988b, c. 54). Llentpom iioro
KPUTHKHU 3aBXIU OyJa siocymuicms npucymuocmi. 3Ha4HY POJIb B HEMOPO3YMIiHHI
MOTIJIa Bifirpatu i mpobiema nepeknany (3 ¢paHIly3pKoi Ha aHTIIKHCHKY), JO SIKOi
Jlepuna nepioguuno 3sepratumerses (Derrida, 1988b, 0).

Ha mitepi «(», aBTOp HapemTi TOPKAEThCS MPOOJIeMH 1HTEHIIITHOCTI HaMpsMYy:
«...6iomax Sarl nepexooumv do npobremu namipy ma inmenyiiinocmi»®® (Derrida,
1988b, c. 55). Ha nymky Jlepuaa, Cbopi1 He mepecTae MUCIUTH Y MPU3MI KIACHYHOT
IUXOTOMIi MHUChbMa Ta MOBJIEHHS, BOJAHOYAC Nependayaroyd, 110 HOro OMOHEHT
[depuna] pobuts Te came. IHTEHIIHHICTh «Bimirpae abCONIOTHO TaKy X POJIb Y
NHCHMOBIH MOBI, 51K 1 B ycHii»®? (Derrida, 1988b, ¢. 55) y rapapachkoro MUCIUTENS,
OJTHAK Ha 3amepedeHHs 150ro0 [lepuna it ve 3a3ixaB. Te xx came ctocyeThes Te3u [xona
Cpopia npo MOCTIWHY 1HTEHIIHHICTh BUCIOBJICHHS, SIKa HE 3HUKAE MPHU «PO3PUBI» y
MUTbh HaITMCAHHS TeKCTY. /)i aHaTTHKA HaMip JINIIAETHCS 3aBX U (BCE 111€ MOXKIIMBHIMA
JUTSL CXOIIJICHHS YMTaueM HaBiTh MPH BiATBOPeHH1), mpoTe JXKak [lepuaa 3minrye 00’ ekt
KPUTHKU: «...)COOH020 pa3y SEC He NOCUNAEMbCS HA 8IOCYMHICMb... THMEHYIUHOCII.
Texcm cmagumo nio CyMHi6 He HAMIP YU IHMeHYiTo, a IXHIill menoc, AKUll OpieHmye ma
OpP2aHi308Y€ PYX I MOANCIUBICMb 30IUCHEHHS, peanizayii ma akmyanizayii y noeHomi,
axa 6yna 6 npucymus i momooicna camiti co6i»®® (Derrida, 1988b, c. 56).

dinocod arakye imer0 3MICTy, IO € TMOBHICTIO MEpe] HaMH MPHUCYTHIM,

% «Permanence is not a necessary effect of remaining. ... Ultimately, remaining and permanence are
incompatible.»
80 «remainder» sk «3amuumiok», «pemra», i «NON-present remainder» sk MOTEHIan «BiNLHOI Ipu», a He

«permanence» (Derrida, 1988b, c. 51).

61 «...Sarl then arrives at the problem of intention and of intentionality»

62 «plays exactly the same role in written as in spoken language»

83 «...at no time does Sec invoke the absence...of intentionality. What the text questions is not intention or
intentionality but their telos, which orients and organizes the movement and the possibility of a fulfillment, realization,
and actualization in a plenitude that would be present to and identical with itself».
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30epiraloyuch B OyAb-IKOMY MOBJIEHHEBOMY BTIIeHHI. [l HBOrO KOXHE
BUCJIOBJICHHSI € OKPEMOIO TOJIIE0, [0 TAKOXK MiAB’sI3aHE 0 KOHTEKCTY, IKUM MU HE
3aBXKIM MOXKeMO KepyBaTH. B pasi mpumnymieHHs: nmoaiOHoi rinoresu, nephopMaTus
Ha0yBaTUMe HemaTepiaibHOi (MICTMYHOI) BJIACTUBOCTI, NPHUPIKAIOYH CIPOOH
cuctemarusyBanns (Navarro, 2017, c. 128). Hamucanus tekcry, 3a J[epumom,
aBTOMATHUYHO Mepeadavae MOXKIUBICTh CBOTO 3/{IHCHEHHS 11032 YMOBaMH MIPUCYTHOCTI
nosnoi iHtenuiiinocti: «Hamip € ampiopuno (oxmpasy) différante: sBigminamM i
BigKImageHuM y cBoemy 3apomkennin® (Derrida, 1988b, c. 56). Omxke, neBHa yacTka
IHTEHLIHHOCTI MOJXKE 1 JUIIATUCh, OJHAK BOHA HIKOJM HE BIAIIOBIIATHUME BUKOHAHIHN,
NEePBUHHINA, Y MUTh BUMOBIISHHS (4d MuchbMa) GopMmi: «AOu nucomMo 3anuianocs
RUCbMOM, BOHO NOBUHHO NPOo00Gcysamu ““oiamu”... Hagimv moodi, Koau agmop Oinbule
He 8i0nosioac 3a me, Wjo 6iH HANUCAS, ... DO GIH He BUKOPUCMOBYB8AE8 CBill AOCONIOMHO

. menepiwmiti namip abo ysazy...»% (Derrida 1988b, c. 56). Jlo Toro %, OCKiJIbKH
IHTEHIIWHICTh 3aBXKIU 3BEPTAETHCA IO YOTOCh MOBTOPIOBAHOTO», B CHIIy BJIACHOI
CTPYKTYPH, il HEMOXKJIMBO IMOBHICTIO peanizyBatu cede: «BoHa 3a3aaneriip po3aijacHa
i BuJIydeHa, 3a PaxXyHOK CBO€I IIOBTOPIOBAHOCTI, 10 iHIMX, ycyHeHa...»%® (Derrida,
1988b, c. 56). V koxHOMY BHIAAKY, IHTEHIIHHICTH Oyae abo po3iuerieHa, ado
MOBHICTIO yCYHYTa IMOBTOPEHHSM MephOpMaTUBY, IO CIYTYE TMOCTIHHOIO CKIIAZOBOIO
CTPYKTYpU 3HAaKa: «..Modcausicme i€l “cMepTi”.... BOHCAaHAa y (YHKIIOHATBHY
crpykrypy 3Haka»®’ (Derrida, 1988b, g, c. 61); «Y Oyab-KoMy BHIAJKY,
HECIIBMIPHICTh € HE3/I0JIAaHHOIO: BOHA «3aKJIJICHA» B CaMiil IHTEHIII] 1 pO3PUBAETHCS
[creusé] iteparusnicTio»® (Derrida, 1988b, r, c. 64). Sk Bxe mocTraBIeHO 10 BigoMma,
MOXJIMBICTh (DYHKIIIOHYBaHHS 3HAKy Oe3 peanizallli npucymuocmi MOro HaMIpy Mae

MNPUITYCKATUCh.  «...8I0CYMHICMb  HA2ALHOL, AKMYali308aH0l, 0emepMiHO8aAHOI

8 «Intention is a priori (at once) differante: differing and deferring, in its inception.»

85 «For a writing to be a writing it must continue to ‘act' ... even when the author of the writing no longer answers
for what he has written, ...because he has not employed his absolutely ... present intention or attention...»; Jlepuna Tyt
TAKO’K 3BEPTAETHCS 0 OPHUTIHAIHLHOTO SEC.

% «It is divided and deported in advance, by its iterability, towards others, removed...»

67 «...the possibility of this "death".... is inscribed in the functional structure of the mark.»

% «In any case, the incommensurability is irreducible: it “inheres” in intention itself and it is riven [creusé] with
iterability»
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inmenyii ne 3aeasicac 3naxy gyuxyionyeamu...»® (Derrida, 1988b, ¢. 61). ITompu we,
Chopi Bce 111 CTBEPJIKYE, 0 Bijl IHTCHIIIHHOCTI BUCIIOBY HIKYJIW HE JIITHCh, — BOHA
bopmye noenoyinne™ 3HauenHs peuenns, mo misa Jepuma i Gopmye mpemmer
nuckycii. besayMOBHO, MU OTpUMyeMO TI€BHE 3HAYEHHS BIJ 3HAKy HaBIiTh y pasi
BIJICYTHOCTI aKTyaji3alii MMOYaTKOBOI'O YMHCIy, ajie BOHO [3HaueHHs| He Oyje
«noéno3HAYHUM» L, 3aBkaM icHye BiAMIHHICTH MDK PpO3YMIHHAM PpEYEHHS i
CXOIUIEHHSIM WOTO N08HO20 oOcMucaeno2o 3HauyenHs. DOpaHIy3bKMH MUCIUTEID
BMKOPUCTOBYE TepMmin «dehiscence»’® s  1mokasy MO3UTMBHOTO — HACHiIKY
nOBMOPI08AHOCMI TEKCTY: IO (PO3IICTUICHHS) CTBOPIOE MOTEHITIAT 8I0MBOPEHHSL SIK
TAKOTrO0 (BHPOOHMIITBO Ta PO3BUTOK HOBOTO 13 YOTOCh «CTPOTOrO» 1 «YHCTOTO0»)
(Derrida, 1988b, q).

Ha mitepi «r» Jlepuaa popmysroe ueprosi aBa 3ayBakeHHs 10 TekcTy Cpopia.
[To-miepiie, posib KOHTEKCTY HE MOXHA BIJIKHIATH, apKe BiH € (QyHIaMEHTaIbHO
BU3HAYAIbHUM TIPU aHaMi31 IHTEHLUIHHOCT1 Oyb-sKOTO BUCIIOBY. J{J1s aMepuKaHLs X
1€ HEe Ma€ 3HAYCHHS, aJPKE TeKCT Ma€ QYHKI[IIO KITOCTIHHOCTI», 3aBIIKA YOMY JIFOIMHA
3[aTHA PEMpOayKyBaTH HaMip mo3a KOHTEKCTOM. [lo-apyre, BU3HaueHa KOHTEKCTOM
inTeHtis He 3anepeuye TMA Octina. ChOpil IPUITyCKA€E HEXTYBaHHS KOHTEKCTOM TIpH
cnpobax hopmansHOTO aHali3y, mpoTe ais Jlepuaa «KKOHTEKCT» € HE MMPOCTO HU3KOIO
30BHILIHIX (aKTOpIB, BiJ SIKUX BapTO abcTparyBaTuch. «KOHTEKCT 3aBIlIe JisB 1 i€
Medicax Miclisl, a He e Hagxono Hporo» ™ (Derrida, 1988b, r, c. 60).

ba Oinpmre, B pasi cnpobu anamizy mepdopmatuBy 3a KoHimentoM Cropia,
BIIMIHHICTh «peaJli30BaHOI» IHTEHIIIMHOCTI BiJ «HEpeaizoBaHoi» €, 3a Jlepumaom,
JIOBOJI CKJIQJTHOKO JJIsi BUSIBJICHHS Ha MpakTHIll. ToOTO, Hexal Mmija «OyKeanbHUM
cepliozHum moenentsam»'* Mu OymeMo po3yMiTu Ti meppOpMATUBHU, B AKMX yMHCE

BU3HAYCHUUN axkmyanizo8arum, — MPOTEe MOALT MK IIUPOIO Ta HEMIUPOK OOIISTHKOIO

6 «...the non-presence of a vital, actualized, determinate intention, does not prevent the mark from
functioning...»

0 %Kak Jlepuna mutye Jxona Cropna 3 «Replay...», ae Toit Bukopuctosye ciaoso «meaningful».

L «Meaningful» y opurinani, nosricmio pexoncmpytioganum y cBoix Mexax BTiNEHHS.

72 «...this word marks emphatically that the divided opening, in the growth of a plant, is also what, in a positive
sense, makes production, reproduction, development possible» (Derrida, 1988b, c. 59).

3 «Context is always, and always has been, at work within the place, and not only around it.»

4 dopmymosanns Jxona OcTina, sKHil BiH NPOTHCTaBIsAe yechoMy TBopy Sec JKaxa epuna.
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3aITUIIAETHCS JOC1 YMOBHHM, JIUIIE IHTCHIIHHICTh MOJKE 1€ BUPIIIATH. Y IIHOMY TOI
POk Hamipy, SIKU HE TOTOKHUM CBOIM «peanizalii». OTke, NPUITyCKarouu T1MCHICT
cuctemu TMA B ymMoBax MNpUPOAHOI MOBHM, HaMaraHHs aHaii3y IOCTAa€ IEBHOIO
i7eanizaii€ero, Mo 00’€KTUBYE Ta OOMEXye po3yMmiHHsS (peHomeHy nepdopmaTuBa:
«...NOBMOPIOBAHICMb 3HAKY HE JUUAE HEYUIKOOICEHOIW IHCOOHY 3 (hinlocoghcoKrux
ono3uyitl, AKI kepylomp ideanizosanoto abcmpaxyiceio...»" (Derrida, 1988b, c. 70).
Ho toro x, Ha nymMKy Chop:a, yci Hamipu JTIOJUHU € CBIIOMUMHU, IO 3aCTaJI0
Kaka Jlepuna 3HeHarpka. OCTaHHIN BHU3HAYMB 1€ OJHIEID 3 UIIO31 MEPIIOTO,
BUKOPUCTOBYIOUM MOHATTS «Hecgioomozo» 3urmyHna @Ppoiga SK KPUTHKY
IHTEHIIIIHOCTI, 10 3I1IMCHIOETHCS JIMIIE B YCBIIOMJIEHUX MOBJICHHEBUX aKTax. «bo Sec
He MINbKU 2080PUMb, WO BCI HAMIPU HE € CEIOOMUMU: BIH CMBEPONCYE, WO HCOOEH
Hamip HIKOAU He Modce Oymu MNOBHICMIO YCGIOOMIEHUM, ab0 DAKMUUHO
npedcmasnenum camomy cobin’® (Derrida, 1988b, c. 73). ®paniys 3arajgoM arakye
Cpopiia 4epe3 KOHIICTINIO «CTPYKTYPHOTO HECBIIOMOTO» SIK napazumy OyIb-sSKOi
ieanpHOT MO/IeTIi MOBJICHHEBOTO aKTy. MOBeIb 3aBXKIN MOXKE CKa3aTh WoCh, 10 HE
MaB Ha yBa3l, — TOOTO, 3HAYEHHS 3a62#cOU MOXE MOMKOIUTUCH. OTXKe, 1€ MOCTae
4eproBor0 000B’A3KOBICTIO, IO € «3asxcou moxciusoio»’’ (Derrida, 1988b, s).
dakTuuno, Ha manii mpari «Limited Inc abc...» [epuna, dbopmanbpHa yacTHHA
aucKycii MK HUM Ta CbOpJIOM NP0 MPUPOAY IHTEHLIMHOCTI 3aBEpIINIACh, aJlKe
Crpopa Tak 1 He mpotucTaBuB Jlepual Hidoro y Bianosiab. [lompu e, y 1983 pomi
(micte pokiB o mpami [Jepuaa) Bin numre crartio «The Word Turned Upside Down»
(Searle, 1993), me peueH3zye MeTOA NOEKOHCTPYKIIi Ta WOro MpHOIYHHUKIB HE B
HaWKpamoMy CBITJIi, BOJHOYAC YacCTKOBO 3TaJlyloud MpoOJieMy IHTEHIIMHOCTI 13
cynepeuku 3 Gppaniy3pkumM muciureneM. [lizuime, Bxxe B 1988 pori, [lepuna myomikye
TBip «Afterword: Toward An Ethic of Discussion» (Derrida, 1988c), ne 3 mo3wuiii

PETPOCIIEKTUBHU TOPKAETHCS i [Cymepeukr | Tex, OJTHAK S PO3IIISIHY JaHi pOOOTH BiKe y

5 «the iterability of the mark does not leave any of the philosophical oppositions which govern the idealizing
abstraction intact...»

6 «For not only does Sec say that all intentions are not conscious: it says that no intention can ever be fully
conscious, or actually present to itself.»

7 «...no mark can create or engender a context on its own... This limit, this finitude is the condition under which
contextual transformation remains an always open possibility» (Derrida, 1988b, s, c. 79).
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MOJIl OCMUCIICHHS Pe3yJbTaTiB JAHOI TUCKYCIl B HACTYITHOMY PO3/ILi.

[TincymoByroun mepiuii po3zaii, 3itkHeHHs JKaka Jlepuaa ta Jxona Chopia
I0JI0 TIPUPOIH IHTEHIIIHOCTI MOYaN0Ccs 3 aTakKd TeOpii MOBJICHHEBUX akTiB J[oHa
Ocrina (Buutens ChopJia, BUCHHS SIKOTO OCTAHHIN YJIOCKOHAIIOBAB) (paHIly30M Y
BUTOJIOIIEHHI IpoMoBH «Signature Evénement Contexte» 1971 poky. Jlopo6ok OcTina
H0ro 3a11iKaBUB, MPOTE 1 3MYCUB CKENITUYHO MPUIHATH 17110 MOCTIHHOTO MPUITYIIEHHS
PO ICHYBaHHS «TOTAJIBHOTO KOHTEKCTY». Y Csl MOJIENb nepGopMaTHBY (BUCIOBICHHS,
o mependavyae BUKOHAHHS TEBHOI Ail y MUTh BUMOBH) B OCTiHa TPUMAETHCS Ha
aHaTi31 IHTEHIIIMHOCTI MOBIISI Y HOTO BUCJIOBIIEHHI. [lepuaa Kk BBaxkae, 1o HEOoOX1aHO
MPUITYCKATH MOXJIMBICTh TOIIKOJKEHHS 1HTEHIIIMHOCTI T Yac PEKOHCTPYKIIT
HaMIpy 3aJJ1s1 BU3HAYCHHS 3HaueHHs: PeYCHHSI. MUCIUTENh BUKOPUCTOBYE TTUCHMO SIK
dbopMy KOMyHIKaIlli, M0 JAEMOHCTPYE IO MPOOJEeMy 3aBIAKH CHEHU(PIKH
nO8MOPIOBAMUCyL Ta BGi0MEOPH6amMUCc, HABITh B YMOBaX «CMEpPTI aBTOpa».
[aTeHmiiHicTh (Y MeXax CBO€EI MPUPOJIN) BIAIOBIIa€ KOHKPETHIN N0, npucymuocmi
MOBIISl Y KOHKPETHOMY KOHTEKCTI, MPOTE, BXKE IMicCIsi BUMOBIISIHHS MephOopMaTHBY,
3HAK MEPEXOJIUTh y TOJIE «BIIBHOI rpw» Oe3/idi KOHTEKCTig, — cucremMa OcTiHA HE
BUPIIIIYE 11€, 3aUKIIOYUCh Ha 1/1eali3allli 40rock 4iTkoro. ToOTO, P JOBIILHOMY
BIITBOPECHH1 TOBIJIOMJICHHSI, TIEPBUHHA 1HTEHIIMHICTh MPOCTO BTPAYAETHCH, — MU
ozpasy (iKCyeEMO PO3PUB MiXK HEIO, aBTOPOM 1 3HAKOM.

VY BianoBiaes Ha kpuTHKY OcTina Jdepumom, Cropa nuie podoty «Reiterating the
Differences: A Reply to Derrida» B 1977 pori, Jie 3acTymaeTbes 3a CBOrO BUHTEIIS.
dinoco( Ha3MBa€e «MOBTOPIOBaHICTHY» Jlepra 3BUMaiiHOIO «IIOCTIMHICTIO» TEKCTY, 10
JTO3BOJISE 30€piraTv IHTEHIIMHICTh MOBIIS 1)1 peKoHCTpYKIii. [Tormsau 060x aBTOpiB
3HAYHO CXOJSATHCSA Y MEBHUX MOMEHTax, mpoTe ChOpi HE 3MIT 3pO3YyMITH apryMEHT
OTIOHEHTA TIOBHICTIO, — 3arajoM He MOMITHB 3arajibHy Mpo0iIeMy AUCKYCii. Y ToMy XK
1977 poui, [depuna myomikye mpairo «Limited Inc abc...», B sakiii BOauae MeToro sk
peabinmityBatu «Ilinnuc [Monis Kontexcty, Tak 1 3BepHyTH yBary Ha noMuiku Cbopia

y «Bionogiodi...» 10 HLOTO, 1[0 CTABUTh YMOBHY KpamnKy B He3aKiHYEH1 PO3MOBI.
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PO31JI 11
MMPOJYKTUBHICTH HEIIOPO3YMIHHS: BILIUB IUCKYCII MIK
KAKOM JEPUJA TA IT'KOHOM CBOPJIOM HA CYUACHY
PLITOCOPIIO MOBHA
Y upoMy po3aum s CrnpoOyr MmiAOUTH MiACYMKH AucKycii mix Jlepumom Ta
CpopsioM TIpo MPUPOIY IHTEHINIWHOCTI, BOJHOYAC HA/ABINU il MEBHY OINHKY. Jliis
IILOTO 51 CKOPHCTAIOCh JKEpENlaMd CYYaCHUX JOCHIHMKIB, MPOaHATI3yBaBIIA IXHI
BHCHOBKH IIIOJIO JaHOTO (heHOMEHY KOMYHiKallii; 6e3mocepentbo 3ragaro «The Word
Turned Upside Down» (Searle, 1993) Ta «Afterword: Toward An Ethic of Discussion»
(Derrida, 1988c) mucnuremiB, y SKUX BOHH IPOJOBKUIN MOCHIATHCH HA MPOOJIeMy

IHTEHI[IITHOCTI Ta OAMH OJHOTO y BXKE€ HE MPSMOMY MPOTUCTOSHHI.

2.1 «IIpoTucTosinus ABOX Tpaauuii ¢inocodii» Ak cnpocToBaHe po3yMiHHA
auckycii mick lepuaom ta CropJiiom

HMuckycis Jlepuna ta Chopiia TIpo MPUPOAY IHTEHIIHHOCTI HE € 3ITKHEHHSM
¢inocodcrkux Tpaauuiii. [lo-nepiie, e MTYYHO COPOIILYE 1HAUBITyaTbHUN (PEHOMEH
Jepuaa i ioro TBOPUOCTI: «... MU He MOAHCEMO HAIBHO BBAdICAMU Ye NPOCMO CYMUYKOIO
Midie okpemumu meopiamu yu ooxmpunamu»'® (Navarro, 2017, c. 189). Sk MinimyMm,
Jlepuni Opakye BU3HAYEHUX PaMOK ofHiel (inocoderkoi mokrpunu.’ Ilo-gpyre, ne
CTBOPIOE YIEPEIKEHHS 11100 OPUTIHAIBHOI B3aEMO/IIi IBOX OKPEMHUX OCOOMCTOCTEM,
AIpO SKOI HE 3BOJUTHCSA O 3MaraHHs MeTojaMmu:. «/lepuda 3aecanrom Oocums
APUXUTBHO CIABUMBCA 00 OPUSIHAILHOIL, HA 11020 OYMKY, Meopii MOBIEHHEGUX AKMIE,
ane BiH 88adCA€E, WO B0HA MAE OMPUMAMU IHUWUU DO3BUMOK, HINC MOU, AKUU iU
naoaioms Ocmin i Coopa»® (Alfino, 1991, c. 145). To6to, depuna xputuxkye OcTina
13 TO3UTUBHUMH MOTHUBaMHM, a HE IIJUII0 CAMOCTBEPAUTHCH. be3zyMOBHO, MU MaeMO

CIpaBy 13 PI3HUMH KYyJIbTYPHUMH MEpPEIyMOBaMHU Ta CHUCTEMaMH OCBITH, IMPOTE

8 «...we cannot conceive of it, naively, as just a clash between distinct theories or doctrines».

® Hasapo Bu3Hauae TakuM i Maprina laiinerrepa, Ha sxoro onmupaeThes Buenns Jepuna (Novarro, 2017,c. 189).

8 «Derrida is generally quite sympathetic to what he sees as the original insight behind speech act theory, but
he thinks it ought to receive a différent development from the one Austin and Searle give it»
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BHIIPABIAHHS LIUM YCiX PO3XODKEHD IOCTAE WKiNbHUM®: TBEp IKEHHSM.

Jlany nosiemiky MokHa OyJi0 O pO3TJISIHYTH SIK J11aJIOT YYaCHUKIB, SIKI HE MOTJIH
JIUTH 3r0JIM Y MEKax CBOET MPUPOAH, IPOTE «...0a2amcmeo yiei noaemiku ceiouumso
He Npo He300JIaHHY PO30INHCHICMb KOHMUHEHMAIbHOI ma aHalimuyHoi mpaouyill, a
padute npo ... posmaimms OUCKYCIlL NpO I[HMEHYIOHAIbHICMb Y 08A0YAMOMY
cmonimmi»® (Moati, 2014, c. 119). Bonu x04 i roBOpHIM PO Pi3HE, HOTIISIN HU3KY
norysiaiB:  «3imkuenns [epuoa/Cvopn cnio0 posensioamu y C80EMY 0COOIUBOMY
KoHmexcmi: copcmoxa nonemika naeékono Ocmina»®® (Moati, 2014, c. 5). Bapro
3a3HAYUTH, L0 MHCIUTENl JOCATAIOTh CTaTyCy HEMOPO3YMIHHS 4Yepe3 OCOOMCTHM
BUOIp JUCTAHIIIOBATHCS Ta HeOa)XaHHs TMOYYTH NpoTwiexkHui Oik. [lpu 1mpomy,
3a3BU4ail came Jlepuai npunucyroTh O1IbIIe CAYITHOCTI, MOMPU XUOH B MO3ULIIAX 000X
YYaCHUKIB CYIIEPEUKH: «...KOMeHmapi yacmo oyau 6invui npuxuibHumu 0o [epuda»
(Bornedal, 2020, c. 1).

Po3ymiHHS K TOHSATTS «IHTEHUIHHOCTD» CTal0 KIIOUOBUM Yy PO3XOIKEHHI
aprymeHTiB, amxe Jepuma ta Chopil 3BepTaiucs A0 PI3HUX peyed MiJl €IUHUM
TEPMIHOM: «AK minvku Mu OpManizyemMo iXHE pi3He BUKOPUCMAHHSA IHMEeHYIL...
NO3HAYEHHS pO3Nadaemvbcs Ha “‘inmenyiro X’ 6 00HOMY KoHmeKkcmi ma “‘inmenyiro y”
6 IHUOMY... KodCHe 3 AKux nompebye nposcnenna»®; «...Coopn mac na yeasi «x», a
Hepuoa — «y», konu eosopums npo 3uax «inmenyisy. Coopn i [epuda 2oeopsms npo
KinbKa pisHux peveii nio 00Hum i mum camum mapkysannam»S (Bornedal, 2020, c. 2).
[HTeHwiliHICTD, 3 Koo 60opeThes Jdepuna y TMA OctiHa, OTOTOXHIOE 00 €KT 13 HOr0
ei0CcoM, CITIBBIHOCSYM HasiBHE 13 inmenyilnoto cBimomicTio. To0TO, 3a Jlepumom,

3MICT IUX CBIJIOMOCTEW HE € MOoBHUM 1 HenopyHuUM. [ Chopia K 1HTEHIINHICT

JEMOHCTPY€ IEBHI (paKkTH PO HaI Po3yMS® y CBiTi, MI0 KOPEMIOE i3 PYHKIIEI0 MO3KY

81 B cenci «CXOJIACTUKN», MUCJICHHS y3araJlbHCHUMU 06pa3aMM Ta JICI'KHUMU JJIA CHpHﬁHHTTH KpaﬁHOHIaMPI.

82 «...the richness of this controversy makes ostensible not the insurmountable divergence of the continental and
analytic traditions, but rather the ... diversity of the discussions of intentionality in the twentieth century».

8 «The Derrida/Searle encounter should be situated in its own particular context: a violent polemic over Austin».

84 «Once we formalize their different uses of intention...the label splits into “intention x” in one context and
“intention y” in another ...each of which needs to be elucidated»

8 «...Searle means ‘x’ while Derrida means ‘y,” when referring to the sign ‘intention.” Searle and Derrida are
talking about several different things under the same label.»

8 «Mind» B opurinamni (Navarro, 2017, c. 115).
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ta OueIn GiosoriuauM miaxoxom (Navarro, 2017, c. 114-115).

Toit daxt, Mo auckycis He Oysa MPOTUCTOSHHIM TPaAUIliiA, YCBIAOMIIIOBAIH 1
caMi y4YacHMKM B mporeci monemiku. Hampukmnan, nepmmm pedeHHsMm Cropia y
«Replay...» 0yno: «A esadicaro, wo 6y10 6 nomunkoio poszensioamu OUcKyciio Jlepuoa
cmocoéno Ocmina K npomucmosuus 060X euoamuux Qinocogpcorux mpaouyii»®’
(Searle, 1977, c. 198). To0OTo, BiH BimuyBaB MoTpedy y BU3HAYCHHI [[LOTO HA TIOYATKY
TekcTy (BuMora Bike BHcina y nosiTpi)®, xou i He yepes mparHeHHs MOKa3aTH, IO
JUCKYCIS € 3ITKHEHHSM JBOX aBTOpPIB (a HE MOKTPWH), a — Yepe3 MIPKyBaHHS, IO
OMOHEHT HE € JOCTOMHMM MOoMIOHMX TpuBLIEiB. Jlepuaa TakoX MOTOMKYEThCA 13
nepiior Te30t0 Chopiia, Mo AyMKa PO 00pOoThOY TpaauIliii € CyMHIBHOIO: « A medic
gsadicaio ii yinkom xubnoio, xou i 3 inwux npuuuny®® (Derrida, 1988b, c. 38), «...s

3200en 3 Caprom™®

, WO «NPOMUCMOSAHHAY MYm 6i00Y8AEMbCA He MIdNC 080MA
«BUOAMHUMU PINOCOPCOKUMU MPAOUYIAMUY, A MINC MPAOUYIEr0 ma il IHWUM... WO
ace nasimv ne € «iiy imwum»® (Derrida, 1988b, c. 71). IIpore BiH HEe poOUTH 3
MO3MUIII1, 110 MOro BJIACHUN apryMeHT y SeC € OmmkuuM 10 BueHHS OcCTiHa, HiK
aprymeHT Coopna: «f 6eadcaro cebe 6Oacamo 6 uyomy Oocums OIUZLKUM OO
Ocmina...»% (Derrida, 1988b, c. 38).

[Mompu 1ie, Jepuaa crpuiimaB B3aemoito i3 Cropiiom sik auckyciro (Derrida,
1988b, c. 32) i BimkpurTo «npuifHAB 3ampoineHHs» (C. 34-35) Ha MoYaTKy CBOET
Bigmosizi no «Replay..»% xoya BogHOUAC 3BUHYBATHB OIIOHEHTA B KOHTUHEHTAIBHHUX
TEHACHLISX: «....uu He € Cap, 3pewmoro, Oibl KOHMUHEHMATLHUM [ RAPUSLKUM, HIdHC

a?... llepedymosu i memoo Capna noxoosams 3 KOHMUHEHMANbHOI hinocoii, i 6 mitl

yu inwil popmi eonu npucymmi y @panyii»®* (c. 38-39). Bin 3romom 3arajaom onucye

87 «It would a mistake, I think, to regard Derrida’s discussion of Austin as a confrontation between two prominent
philosophical traditions»

8 PoOMMO BHCHOBOK, 1O ii TaK BKE HA3MBAJIM HABITH JIO MUTI BCTYIY B JIUCKYCit0 ChOpIIOM.

8 «For 1, too, consider it quite false, though for different reasons».

% B nanomy momenri Jlepuna 3sepraethes 1o Chopia uepes npasomnuc “Sarl”.

% «...l agree with Sari that the "confrontation™ here is not between two "prominent philosophical traditions" but
between the tradition and its other, an other that is not even "its" other any longer»

92 «I consider myself to be in many respects quite close to Austin»

9 «Reiterating the Differences: A Reply to Derrida» (Searle, 1977)

% «....isn't Sarl ultimately more continental and Parisian than | am?... Sarl's premises and method are derived
from continental philosophy, and in one form or another they are very present in France.»
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nuckypc Cropina sk peHoMenooriuami (c. 56)%.

He3Baxkarouu Ha yCBIJIOMJICHHSI HeTTOpo3yMiHHs, ChOpJI Tak 1 HE POOUTH KPOK Y
01K KOMIIpOMICY HaBiTh Micias ¢popMaiabHOTO KiHI cynepeuku. Hampuknazn, y 1983
poii Buxoauth cratts «The Word Turned Upside Downy», B skiii pojib iIHTEHIIIHHOCTI
Jlepuaa y MOBI BiH IIPUPIBHIOE JI0 «TPyOOro MO3UTUBIZMY», IO 3HUIINYE (PYHIaMEHT 1
HIYOT'O HE JIMIIIA€ HATOMICTh, BBOJISTYHM 3HAUCHHS Y KOHIIeNT BibHOI rpu (Searle, 1983,
85). ¥V cBoix Ounbin mi3Hix pobortax «Literary Theory and Its Discontents» (Searle,
1994) ta «The Construction of Social Reality» (Searle, 1995) Cropi Bce 111e TUIIaeThes
IIpU CBOI Te31: «/Jepuda, HACKINLKU S MOXHCY CYOumu, He Mae apeymenmy. Bin npocmo
3asense, wjo Hemae Hivozo noza mexcmamu (Il N’y a pas de hors-texte)»® (Searle,
1995, c. 159); «“Apeymenm”, axwo mModicHa mMax cxkazamu, 3’s6IAEMbC 68 PIHUX
Micyax toeo npayv, aie NOo3asK GiH HIKOAU UYiMKO He opmyemuvcs K cnpoba
npedcmasumu Oiticnuti apeymenm...»°" (Searle, 1994, c. 657). Aprymentu dinocodis
He Oynu CIpsIMOBaHI OAMH HAa OJHOTO, IO MiJICUIIOE BHU3HAYEHHS JTUCKYCIi AK «@
flawed debate»®. O6oe cBimoMo yHMKanu MpSMOro CIHIiJKYBaHHS, IONPHU CIiJIbHE
nepeOyBanHs B ogHomy mpoctopi (Navarro, 2017, c. 139). B pesynbrati, Chopmn
po3rnsgaB aprymeHT J[lepunma uepe3 mpu3My CBO€I Teopii, MO YHEMOMXJIMBHIO
po3yMiHHs 1HIIOTO; [epuaa iHTepnperyBaB aprymeHT CbopJia Kpi3b BIaCHUM MiAXi,

JIAIIOBITN XUOHOTO CIpHUHATTS ipoTriexkHoi mo3uiii (Raffel, 2011, c. 277-291).

2.2 Ilpy4uHN HEMOKJIMBOCTI IiliTH 3roau
S O BUAIIMB 4YOTUPH OCHOBHI MpoOJeMH, W0 3aBaJWiIM MUCIUTEISAM
HOpO3yMITHCh: 1) Hexoncmpykmuenicms po3MOBH 3 000X OOKiB; 2) mpoOiema
nepexkaady Jlepuna; 3) ckraouicmes TEOpil NEKOHCTPYKIii Ta TEKCTIB ¢paniry3a; 4)

NEBHA KYJIbTYpHA OnO3uyis ACSKUX MPUOIYHUKIB MparMaTu3My 10 OCTaHHBOTO, IO

% «I know this argument well. It, like the entire substratum of Sarl's discourse, is phenomenological in character»
(Derrida, 1988b, c. 56).

% «Derrida, as far as | can tell, does not have an argument. He simply declares that there is nothing outside of
texts (Il n’y a pas de ‘hors texte’»

9 «The “argument”, if | may so describe it, occurs at various places in his writings but since it is never stated
clearly as an attempt to present a valid argument, the best way to convey it is to quote some representative passages and
then summarize its drift...»

9 Juckycis i3 Bamolo, HeJOCKOHANE OOTOBOPEHHS.
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chopmyBasiach SIK HACHIIOK TPETHOTO.

[To-mepmie, oOWMIBI CTOPOHM BEMM PO3MOBY HEKOHCTPYKTHBHO: [lepuma
dopMyBaB CBiii apryMeHT Iy)K€ eKCTpaBaraHTHO Ta IpoBokyroue, — «Limited Inc
abc...» Oynma HanucaHa He paau NEpEKOHAaHHs, a 3 MeTor BucMisTH Chopiia «3a
Knacukor @panyyzvkoi camupu»; Cpopil 3amaB Iedl rpyOuil TOH B3aemMoiil B
«Replay...», mpuitmaroun Jlepuma sK TpeacTaBHUKA II€BHOI HIOWTO BijcTasoi
dizocodii, atakyroun Jlepuaa 3ueBaxiauo (Navarro, 2017, c. 117-118). Ocranniii
0COOIMBO JEMOHCTpYE OakaHHs mpeacTaBuTh aHami3z Octina Jlepuaom sK XuOHY
IHTEpIIpETaIliio, [0 HE BapTa aHIJIOCAKCOHCHKOTO CBITY. MeToa AEKOHCTPYKIIi, 3a
ChopJioM, € HepalliOHAJbLHOIO CIOKYCOI0, B Ky MOCTYMOBO BrajaroTh inmi (Moati,
2014, c. 6). IlincyMOBYIOYH, «OucCKycis cama no cobi He € NPUEMHUM OOMIHOM
OyMKAMU MIdHC 0BOMA [HMENEKMYANAMU, 5KI B3AEMHO NOBANCAIOMb OOUH OOHO20»
(Alfino, 1991, c. 143).

[TinTBepKEHHS] IOMY MOXKHA 3HAMTH B OCTaHHBbOMY TeKcTi Jlepuaa 31 301pku
«Limited Inc» — «Afterword: Toward An Ethic of Discussion» (Derrida, 1988c),
HeTUNoBOMY ¢irgocopcrkomy TBopi 1988 poky, HaapykoBaHOMY iHTEpB’10 [ 'eposbaom
Ipadom. ¥V HbOMY (paHIly3 KOHCTPYIOE «OCTaHHE CIOBO» [0 TOrO, IO BigOyBaIoCs
Oibllle JIecATH POKIB TOMYy Ha MOMEHT Iii€i posmoBu®. Jlana po6oTa CTaHOBHUTH
HAJA3BUYANHY LIHHICTH AJIs MOOYJOBH MOBHOLIIHHOT KApTUHU, BPAaXOBYIOUH BIJIKPUTY
dbopmy KoMyHiKalii B Hiit Jlepuaa Ta mpUCyTHICTh HOTO PETPOCIIEKTUBHOTO TIOTJISTY.
[Tonmpu e, mepeBakHO MUCIHUTENb TOPKAETHCA 1HQOpPMAIl, IO MOBTOPIOBATHME
PO3TISTHYTI MHOIO TE€3U paHille, TOMY S BUKOPUCTAIO JIUIIE MEBHI YPUBKU 3 HET IS
NesKUX CBOiX apryMeHTiB pani. Hampukian, crae Bigomo, 1o Jlepuma OyB
3aHETIOKOEHUM pIBHEM arpecii, sSkoi HaO0yau Oarato akaJeMidHUX CIiJIBHOT B
KOHTEKCTI JUCKYCii Mk HUM Ta Chopiiom: «[Ipo ye Hacuibcmeo s mooi Hamazascs
woce ckazamu. A maxooi namazascs 600Houac wocs 3pobumuy*® (Derrida, 1988c, c.

111). Ile Oyo CIpHYMHEHO 3aralbHUM TOHOM CYTEpEUKH HIOUTO ABOX (inocodchKux

9 Xin muckycii: 1) Buronomenns npomosu Jepuna «Signature Evénement Contexte» y 1971 p. (myGmikaris
AHIIIOMOBHOTO TIepekiany «Signature Event Context» B8 1972 p.), 2) nanucanns «Reiterating the Differences: A Reply to
Derrida» Cropiaom y 1977 poni, 3) Bignosins Jepuna «Limited Inc abc...» B Tomy 3k pori.

100 «Of this violence, | tried at the time to say something. I also tried, at the same time, to do somethings».
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TpaauIii Ta MPUHIIMIIOBO TOCTPUMU MO3UIISAMH 11 yuacHUKiB. [Ipu nibomy, [lepuna He
BiJICTyIIaBCS BiJl CBOTO MEPBUHHOIO apTyMEHTY, X0U 1 TPOXH IIKOAYBaB PO HAIMIpHY
rpybicte Gopmu «Limited Inc abc...»: «Mixc naykosoro meopicto, HezanedxicHo 6io
Moo, AKOK GOHA €, | Meopi€r MO8U He Modice OYmu Cmpo2oi aHanoeii 3 KilbKox
npuuun, Ha axi s exasyio»t®t (Derrida, 1988¢c, ¢. 118). Jlana nosuwis xod4 i € 10Boi
T'YYHOIO, HE 3HHUIIYE 1/1€10 TIEBHOTO CUCTEMATHU3yBaHHS MOBU Ta IHTEHIIIMHOCTI, IO 5
3Tr0JIOM MPOJIEMOHCTPYIO.

[To-npyre, Jepuaa € A0BOdI «(PpaHKOLEHTPUUYHUM», 3 HUOTO MOCTAaE MpodiemMa
nepexnany. Moro opurinanbHi npaui 3a3u4aii Hanmcani GpaHILy3bKO0 MOBOIO, Uepe3
[0 BUHHMKAIOTh TPYAHOINl Yy ajanTaiii NepBUHHOTO TeKCTy. Jlesiki aBTOPCHKI
MeTadopu MepeksIaaay HaBiTh HE HABAXKYETHCS IEPEHOCUTH HA aHTIMCHKY, JTUIIAI0UYH
ix B opwurinami. IlikaBo, mo ¢inocod cam Bu3Hae 1O TMpoOJEeMy, MPHUITYCKAIOUU
npuuuHy po3ryosieHocti Cropia CTOCOBHO HOro mosicHeHb y SeC. Hampukian,
nepekitan cioBa «restance» (Derrida, 1988b, c. 51-52), HemMoxHBI 1151 TIEpEKIIaTy
Ha3BH JCIKUX TBOPIB (C. 85), BIAMIHHICTD MIXK «MOMCIUBICIMIO» TA «UMOSIpHICMIO» (C.
87), menokosars Jepunal®?,

[To-TpeTe, BUXOISYM 3 TOMEPEAHHOTO aclekTy, TBopu Jlepuma € moBodi
CKJIAJIHMMHU JIJIsl YUTaHHS Ta po3yMiHHA. ba Ouibiie, moeanyoun B co01 yci monepeaHi
IPUYUHH, BAPTO BU3HAYUTH ()EHOMEH KYJIBTYPHOTO OMOPY 10 TEOPii IeKOHCTPYKLIi, —
3BuHyBaueHHa Jlepuna B «wmpakobicci»'®. Hanpuxnan, Mimens ®yko, B crarTi
Cropna «The Word Turned Upside Down», nasuBae J[lepmma “obscurantisme
terroriste”, ocKibKH WOTO TEKCT € HACTIIBKU 3aIUTYyTaHUM, IO 3 HHOT'O HEMOXIIMBO
Bu3HauKTH Te3y (Searle, 1983, §2). CknamHiCTh CTPYKTYpH TeKCTy Jlepuia BUBHAEThCS
SK 1HIIAMH JOCHITHHKAMH, TaK 1 HUM CaAMHUM. «...0llbUWl CKIAOHO20 [ YACOM

3anIymano20 0ekoHcmpykmugicmcoko2o nioxooy Jeppioa»'® (Bornedal, 2020, c. 1);

101 «There can be no rigorous analogy between a scientific theory, no matter which one, and a theory of language,
for several reasons, which | indicate.»

102 «Evidently it is regrettable that the distinction made in Sec between possibility and eventuality was not
rendered in the English translation» (Derrida, 1988b, c. 87).

103 «Obscurantism».

104 ««...(against) Derrida’s more complex and sometimes convoluted deconstructionist analysis».
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«Yu eapmo nazadysamu, wo Sec — cknaonuii mexcm?»® (Derrida, 1988b, c. 54), «4
6U3HAI0, WO Ye CKIAOHi peui; ixue hopmyniosanns moxce 36umu 3 nanmenuxy»:%
(Derrida, 1988c, c. 119).

[Ipu oMy, npaini Jdepuaa yacto abo He ynTanu, adbo He cripuiimanu B3araii. Lle,
Ha TyMKy (ppaHniry3a, crocyBasioch 1 Cbopiia, TBOPIB SIKOTO BiH caM HIOMTO IPOYUTAB
oinmbire, Hixk Toi Horo (Derrida, 1988b, c. 29). Hanpuxian, uepe3 npucBoenns Hepumi
3BaHHS MMOYECHOTO JIOKTOpa B yHiBepcuTeTi KeMOpuKy BiOyBCsl BEIMKUN CKaH/Ial,
B SKOMY YacTMHAa HAYKOBOi CIIJbHOTM HE BHU3HABaJla MJISUIBHOCTI MUCIHTENS,
HA3MBAIOUU 11 «HE3pO3yMiso» abo «HirumictuuHoto» (eppina, 1996, c. 458). Ha
)KaJb, cydacHa (paHniry3bka ¢imocodis s aHTJI0-aMEPUKAHChKOI CITUIBHOTH HE OyJia
JIETKOYO I COPUHHSATTS, MPOTE B MACTKy HEMPABUILHUX 1HTEPIIPETAIid TOTPATAIN

obuasi ctoponu cynepeuku (Alfino, 1991, c. 152).

2.3 PesyabTaTn quckycii. Hayka npo moBy.

HesBaxkarouu Ha Henopo3zyMiHHs Mix Jlepumom Tta ChopsioM, iXHS KOMYHIKaIlis
Oyna A0BOJI MPOAYyKTUBHOMO. JlaHuit 0OMiH apryMeHTaMHy BIITpaB BaXJIMBY POJIb AJIs
BU3HAUeHHs (YHKIT 1HTEHIIMHOCTI B cydacHiil ¢inocodii MoBH, i1 3B’S3KYy 13
dinocodiero cBimomocti. Hanpukian, monpu BopoxkHeuy, (inocodu BU3HATM 00MIBA
TUMIA MOBJICHHS TMOMIOHUMHU TIEpell CHUCTEMOIO 1MeHTU(]IKAIl 3HaAuUeHHs
nepdopmartuBi. ba Ounblile, TeMaTKa IHTEHIIMHOCT] Ta 3HaYEHHsI Y MOBJICHHI 3apa3
CTPIMKO JOCHIKYETHCSA B AQHANITHYHIA TPamguIli 3aajs BIAMOBIMI IMO3UIIT
exctepHanizMmy. OcobnuBo TyT BiazHauuscs ['inapi [latHem, aprymMeHT sikoro Haraaye
BueHHs JKaka [lepuna. Ha nymky [laTHema, 3Ha4eHHS HE 3HAXOUTHCS Y HaIIli i TOJIOBI,
a BU3HAYAETHCA MIPOIO, SIKOIO CTOCYETHCS OO0’€KTIB HABKOJO 3a JOMOMOTOIO
COIIIAJIHUX TPAKTHK. YCl 3MICTH CBIJIOMOCTI TOJl € TaKOX TMOBTOPIOBAHUMHU U
BIJITBOPIOBAHMMH, SIKIIO TICPBHHHE JiXKepesio BuciaoBy BigcyTHe (Navarro, 2017, ¢. 198
—204).

o Ttoro x, a”am3 1i€i auckycii Mix [epuaom 1 CropiioM mpo TPUPOIY

105 «Is it out of line to recall that Sec is a difficult text?»
106 «These things are difficult, I admit; their formulation can be disconcerting»
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IHTEHIIMHOCTI MIATBEP/KYE BEIWYE3HUNA MOTEHIan JopoOKy OcCTiHa Ta CTBOPIOE
HaJlli Mpo ICHYBaHHS CTPOroi HaAyKW MPO MOBY, sika Majia 0 MOXJIMBICTh OXOIUTH il
[MoBu] mpupoani pucu: «Ananiz ouckycii Jepuoa-Cvopn niompumye meeporicenHs e
Juwe npo me, W0 HAYKa npo MO8y MONCIUBA, ale U npo me, wo OAUCKYYa BUNA3KA
Ocmina docsieae 6invwioi uznavenocmi y Qinoco@ii Moeu ma niHegicMuyi 3a805Ku
aoanmayii eKkcCnepumMeHmanbHux Memoois, AKi 3a36uyail nNo8'sa3ami 3 NPupPoOOHUYUMU
naykamu»® ( Gross, 1994, c. 117). Ilpu upomy, 3acTepexeHHs Jepuaa IOAO
napasuTu3My He 00OMEXye MallOyTHE TEOPII0 MOBH, /K€ XOU TMOHATTS € HEUITKUMH,
iX HEJeTiTUMHICTD Iie moTpioHo moectw (1o Jlepuma He 3pobus) (Halion, 1992, c.
168-172).

Baxmnuso 3adikcyBatu, mo 1 Jepuna, i Cbopi, € «IOrOUEHTPUYHUMEIY, aJIKe
1HaKIIe JUCKYCiss MIX HUMH copaBal Oyna 0 HEMOXIUBOW, — B 1boMy OCTIH iX
00’ennaB (Pada, 2009 c. 88). ®paHiry3a KOHKPETHO XBHIIIOBAIA BiJICYTHICTh 3arajabHoi
Teopli MexaHi3MiB, 110 MOrja 0 BH3HAYaTH Nepenady CIpaBXHIX UIIOKYTHBHUX
HaMipiB HaBiTh y pa3i 6pexHi. TMA x OcTiHa € aJi hOr0 HAWIIKaBIIIOK TEOPIEI0
mpaBa, [0 BIAMOBIIa€ YNCTOMY OJIary KaHTIaHCHKOI TPAIUIIii, — 3aKOHY 1 KIIOJIITHIIL K
etutli». [0lloBHOIO (yHKIIErO Takoi Teopii TOMAI € BU3HAYEHHS BIOHOUIECHHS
IHTEHIIIMHOCTI 10 mpaBui. B Takomy pasi, «napaszumu» TOCTAIOTh HAWOUIBIIO

108 MoBH wepe3 GIKTHBHICT

po6JIEMOIO JIJIsl HBOTO, K€ PYUHYIOTH 1/1€10 KIIOTITHKU»
HamipiB y cdepi nosroproBanocti (Derrida, 1988b, c. 96-100), mo, yce oaHo, He
NOBUHHO CTAaHOBHUTHU BEJHMKOI 3arpo3u JJIsi MPAKTHUUHOI TEeopii, 1[0 MpaIoe y MoJil
MOBCSIKIEHHOT'O MOBJICHHS.

CporozHi TakoX ICHYIOTh aJIbTEPHATHBHI JYMKH CTOCOBHO HEOE3NEKH BTpaTH
NEPBUHHOI 1HTEeHIIHHOCTI. Hanpuknan, cTtupaHHs CpaBXKHBOTO Hamipy Moxke OyTH
HEOOXITHUM OI10JOTIYHMM MEXaHI3MOM, aOW JIFOOM MOIJIM CIIOKIHHO JKHTH B

TENEepIIHbOMY 4Yacl, a He NepeOyBai MOCTIMHO Yy CTajJoOMy MHHYJIOMY CIPaB)KHIX

IHTEHIIIN. SIKOM MU MOTJIM 3aBXKM BU3HAYATH NIEPBUHHUN KOHTEKCT MMEPBUHHOI MOI],

107 «The analysis of the Derrida-Searle debate supports the contention, not only that a science of language is
possible, but that Austin's brilliant foray achieves greater certainty in the philosophy of language and in linguistics through
his adaptation of experimental methods usually connected with the sciences.»

108 gk npasa, 3axkony, - “policy”.
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HaIll KOTHITUBHMI amapat Mir O mapasii3yBaTUCh uyepe3 MepeBaHTaXEHHS JOCBIIOM,
Oaxanusmu, crioragamu tomio (Bornedal, 2020, ¢.14). B takoMy pas3i, JaHa IPUPOIHS
0COOJIMBICTh TOCTA€ CXOXKHUM HA «3a0ymms» SIK HEOOXIAHOI YaCTHUHH MeEXaHi3My
JTOACHKOI Tam’aTi. Hamme ysBiIeHHS Mpo MOBY TOBHHHO HAaBYHTHUCS TNPUAMATH
HeBJadi, abu MU OyJu 3[4aTHI YyTH MOBY TaKO0, SIKOIO BOHA TIO-CITPABXHBOMY €, aJ[Ke
MU TOCTITHO MOBYKHU MPHUITYCKAEMO 171€10 ychniuwHoi KOMYyHIKallli, — 3HaXOAUMOCH B
napajgurMi CTaHAapTy IparMaTHYHO-TIHrBicTHUHOI Tpaaumii (Kenaan, 2002, c. 124-
131).

[TincymoByroun apyruii po3ain, Bzaemonito XKaka Jlepuaa ta Ixona Cropia mpo
MPUPOY 1HTEHIIMHOCTI, 3arajJioM, BaKKO Ha3BaTH OUCKYCIEIO BIBEPTO, pajie iXHIN
Jiajor MoCTae BeIMKUM Hemopo3ymiHHsaM. lle He Oyna cmiBmparst JOCIITHUKIB, SKI
MaJIi JOCATHEHHsI ICTUHY 32 MeTy. ba Oinbire, yactime npo [lepuna ra Cpopiia MOKHA
IOYyTH B KOHTEKCTI Oe3Hamii'®®, mo 3BOAUTbCS 10 MPOTUCTOSHHS AHAIITHYHOI Ta
KOHTUHEHTAJIbHOT TpaAuIlii, MparMaTU3My Ta JAEKOHCTPYKIi, — CIPOCTOBAHOTO
OadeHHs, 110 HE BIANOBiAAE mpaBi. Tak, MpUUYUHAMU TXHHOTO HETIOPO3YMIHHS MiXk
co0010 OynH: HEKOHCTPYKTHUBHICTh MUChMa 000X Y4YacHHKIB, poOiieMa HepeKyiagy
po6iT Hepuna 3 dpaHiy3pK0i, KOMILJIEKCHICTD AEKOHCTPYKIIIT Il PO3YMIHHS Ta OIIp
MIEBHOTO OCEPENIKY «IparMaTHKiB» J0 BUYSHHS 1032 aHTJI0-aMEPUKAHCHKOI TPaIMIIii.
HesBaxarouu Ha 11, po3MOBa Mi>k HUMH He OyJia 0€3riy3/1010, aJ’Ke YTBEpAUIIA 17110
ICHYBaHHS JIIEBOI HayKd IpO MOBY, BKa3zajla Ha MpoOJEeMH TNEPCHEKTHUBHOI 1
opuriHajabHOI Teopii MoOBIeHHEBUX akTiB J[koHa OcriHa, copMmyBanza CydacHe

OadeHHs 3B’SI3Ky IHTEHIIHHOCTI, CB1JIOMOCTI, MOBH Ta 3HAYCHHS.

199 Hi6uTo muckycist € 6e3 ceHcy, ajke 0OMABI CTOPOHM TOBOPATH IIPO LIOCH OJHE, BUKOPUCTOBYIOUM Pi3HY
METOJIOJIOTII0, UM TOPKAIOTHCS B3araii pi3HUX MPoOJIeM y BiIMIHHUX IJIONIMHAX, TUTYTAIOYH KaTeropii 3HaHHSI.
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BUCHOBKU

Y naHii gumioMmHIA  poOOTi Oyia po3TJsSHYTa JUCKYCiss TpO  IPUPOIY
IHTEHIIIIHOCTI, mo BiAOynacs Mix ¢paniy3pkuMm (inocodom XKakom [epumom ta
amepukaHcbkuM  ¢imocopom Jxkonom Cpopiaom. VY mepmioMy po3gial A
PEKOHCTPYIOBaB apryMeHTH (OpMajbHOI YaCTUHM B3aemoil (inocodiB. DakTU4HO,
iXHill miaor posmodascs i3 ataku YKakom Jlepua mpomoBoro «Signature Evénement
Contexte» teopii MoBJIeHHEBOTO akTy J[>koHa OcTiHa, SKUW TOW MiJICYMYyBaB y CBOiM
npari «How to Do Things with Words». ®paHiry3skoro MHCIUTENIS HETOKOLNIOo
¢oxycyBanHss OCTIHOM Ha IHTEHUIHHOCTI meppopMaTUBY (BUCIOBICHHS, IO
BOJ/IHOYAC 3/IIHCHIOE IIIOCh Y MOMEHT BUMOBH: OOIISTHKA, MPOXaHHS, KJIATBA TOIIO), IO
BU3HAYA€E 3arajbHE 3HAYCHHs mMoBimomsieHHs. Ha mymky Jlepuma, Mu HE MOXKEMO
ONMPATUCh Ha HaMIp, OCKUIBKA MK HUM Ta 3HAKOM Ojipa3y BIJIOYBAa€TbCS PO3PUB Y
MUTh BHUMOBIISTHHS, B M€XaX MOTO MPUPOAM K Takoi. ToOTo, 3aBXKIau € HeOe3neka
MOIIKO)KEHHS TMEPBUHHOI 1HTEHIII{, OCKUTPKM BOHA MOTPAILISE y KOJIO BIIBHOI I'PH,
0e37114l KOHTEKCTIB, — Ha MPOTUBAry €JIMHOI MO/11 Ta HOMIHAJIBHOTO KOHTEKCTY, IKOMY
BIJIMTOBI/Ia€ TIEBHE BUCJIOBJICHHS Ha MOYaTKy. MUCITUTEIh BUKOPHUCTOBYE MHUCHMO SIK
dbopMy KOMyHIKaIlli, 4yepe3 Ky BHUBOJIUTh MOT0 CHENU]PIKy «MOBTOPIOBATUCH» Ta
«B1ITBOPIOBATHUCHY, IO 3pa3KOBO JIEMOHCTPYE MEXaHi3M MPOOIEMH.

SAx Oynmo mpocTexkeHo, y BiamoBiapr Ha Kputuky Jlepuma, Ceopn myOmikye
«Reiterating the Differences: A Reply to Jacques Derriday, y sskomy B 10BOJII IpyOiii
dbopmi HamaraeTbcs CIPOCTUTH 1I€I0 «ITOBTOPIOBAHOCTI» Jlepuaa 1O 3BUYAWHOTO
MOHSTTS «ITOCTIHHOCTI» TTMchbMa. [lompu 11€, KOHIIENT MOCTIHHOCTI HE € JOCTATHIM IS
NMOsSICHEHHS! ()EHOMEHY «CMEpPTI aBTOpa» Ta BTPATHU IHTEHI[IHHOCTI, IPUCYTHOCTI, 3a
BIIMIHHOCTI 0OCTaBHH Ta BIJICYTHOCTI JKEpena BUCIOBY, HOTO MOXOKEHHS.

B 1iii ipatti st BIITBOPUB MPOIOBKEHHS PO3MOBH, 10 XapaKTEPU3YETHCS TOCTPOIO
peakuiero Jepuna Ha Biamosias Chopia y TBopi «Limited Inc abc ...». Mucnurens
3poOuB yce, abu 300pa3uTu MOBHE HEPO3YMIHHS OTo apryMmeHnTy Cropiiom. Baxmmso
3a3HAYUTH, W0 OOWJIBAa YYAaCHUKH CYINEPEYKd BMIATW Yy TPIPBY B3aEMHOTO
HEMOPO3YMIHHSI Yepe3 HU3KY MPUYHH.

Y npyromy po3nauii s OOTpyHTYBaB, 4YOMY SIPJUK JaHOI JUCKYCIl SK
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«MPOTUCTOSIHHS BOX (1IOCOPCHKUX TPAAMIii» € HaA3BUYAMHO CIPOCTOBAHUM Ta
oe3rmy3aum. Xou Jlepuna ta ChOps Mainu 3a COUHOIO Pi3HI KYJBTYpPHI NEPEIyMOBH,
OPUYUHOIO TXHBOTO HEMOPO3yMiHHS Oyno mupe HeOakKaHHS 3HAWTH KOMIPOMIC Ta
BUOYyBaTH MPOAYKTUBHY pO3MOBY. /[0 TOTO X, 5 y3aradbHUB (yHIaMEHT iXHHOTO
PO3pI3HEHHS B YOTUPH ACIIEKTH: MPoOIeMa HEKOHCTPYKTUBHOCTI MOBH 000X aBTOPIB,
npobiieMa mnepeknany TBopiB Jlepuaa 3 (paHIy3pKOi, CKIAIHICTH PO3YMIHHS
JEKOHCTPYKTUBICTCHKOT Teopii Ta KyJabTYypHE SBHUIIE OMOPY M0 MOTEHIIHHOTO
PO3YMIHHS.

Byno okpecneno Touku nepetuHy Mix (isocodiero nucbMa Ta pistocodiero MOBH,
10 TaKOXX JOBOAUTH BAXKJIUBICTh J1aJIOTy MK pi3HUMH (Pi10cODCHKUMH MO3UIIISIMH,
ajpKe, TONpH Hemopo3yMmiHHA, auckycis Jlepuma Tta Chopia mpo TPHUPOAY
IHTEHIIHOCTI Halyna TPOAYKTUBHMX pe3yibTariB. Hampukmnan, ixHs B3aeMois
YMOXJIMBHIIA 1/1€10 iICHYBaHHS HayKU PO MOBY, IO Oy/ie 3AaTHOIO CHUCTEMAaTHU3yBaTH
Ta aHANI3yBaTU MOBCAKICHHY MOBY, HE3BAXKAIOUM Ha «Iapa3UTU3MU» Ta JOBLIbHE
TPaKTyBaHHsS OIHOTO 3HaueHHS. KpiM Toro, Oyno MpOAEeMOHCTPOBAHO, IO BIUIMB
JaHO1 Cymepedkn Ha cydacHy ¢inocodiro MOBH € 3HAYHHUM, OCKIIBKA OOMIH MiX
Cropiom Ta JlepusioM € OTHUM 13 HAMBaKIUBIIKMX NoAi# y (inocodii XX crT., K110
MU OepeMO 10 yBard ChOTOJHIIIHE PO3YMIHHS 3B’SI3KY IHTEHI[IMHOCTI Ta MOBH,

CB1JIOMOCTI Ta 3HAYEHHS.
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